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Tue tats Mr. John George Phillimore, in a charac- 
teristic sentence, once described the decisions on the 
Statute of Frauds as “conflicting, captious, confused, 
sophistical, and self-destructive,” and, without endorsing 
all these rather strong epithets, it must be admitted that 
the Courts have sometimes of late years dealt with the 
statute in a manner difficult to reconcile with earlier 
cases. Take, for example, a judgment given last Monday 
in the Court of Exchequer, in an action (Knowlman v. 
Bluett) tried before the Lord Chief Baron at the last 
Devonshire Assizes. The plaintiff sued the defendant 
upon a verbal promise to pay her an annuity by quarterly 
instalments, for the purpose of enabling her to maintain, 
provide for, and educate some illegitimate children which 
she had had by the defendant. At the time of the 
promise the eldest child was only fourteen years old. It 
was contended, upon the authority of Sweet v. Lee (3 M. 











& Gr. 452), that if the annuity, the term of which was 


not expressly mentioned, was to be ass: :cd to be for 
life, then the contract to pay it should have been in 
Writing, although, of course, it might have terminated by 
the death of the annuitant within the year. If, on the 
other hand, the annuity was to be assumed to be only for 
so long as the mother should maintain and educate 
the children, the contract should equally have been 
in writing (as was decided under almost identical cir- 
cumstances in Farrington v. Donohoe, Ir. R. 1 C. L. 675) 
because it clearly contemplated a period of more than a 
year, although it was possible that all the children 
might die in the first year. The Court of Exchequer, 
however, did not assent to this view. They heli that 
the contract proved was one which was revocable at 
pleasure, or at all events after reasonable notice by 
either party, and upon this ground was not an agree- 
ment “not to be performed within a year” within the 
meaning of the 4th section of the statute. It is difficult 
to reconcile this decision with Dodson v. Collis (4 W. R. 
512, 1 H. & N. 81), where a parol agreement for more 
than a year’s service was held invalid, although it was 
terminable by either party at three months’ notice. 
The distinction between a three months’ notice and a 
Teasonable notice is a somewhat fine one. It seems, how- 
ever, to have been recognised in Souchk v. Strawbridge 
(@C. B. 808), where a verbal contract to maintain a child 
for “so long as the defendant should think proper” was 
Upheld; and it was chiefly upon the authority of that 
tase that the Court of Exchequer acted in their recent 

cision, which will certainly render it more difficult 
than before to define what is an agreement “not to be 
Performed within the space of one year from the making 
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ei of foreign tribunals is illustrated by a case of 
ws Y 


Ford, decided in the Queen's Bench in the 
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course. of last week, and reported in this week’s issue of 
the Weekly Reporter, (p. 47). The brokers of a shipowner in 
London had, it appears, in an unauthorised way, borrowed 
a sum of money of the defendant for the purpose of 
clearing a ship on a voyage from London to Philadelphia. 
On her arrival at Philadelphia, the lender (who, probably, 
despaired of recovering his money-in any other way) in- 
stituted a suit in the Courts there against the shipowner, 
and, on a parcel of allegations, as to which it does not ap- 
pear from the report whether they were true or false, 
obtained an order arresting the ship to compel her 
owner's appearance. Under this pressure the master 
paid the sum claimed, and the shipowner now 
sought to recover from the defendant the sum so 
paid. He put his claim in two ways; first, he alleged a 
trespass by the defendant in seizing his ship, or procuring 
it to be seized by the American Court. To this the 
answer was made that as, in the absence of evidence to 
the contrary, that Court must be presumed to be a Court 
of competent jurisdiction, trespass would not lie for 
setting its proceedings in motion. Secondly, the plaintiff 
claimed on the ground that the defendant had acted and 
set the Court in motion maliciously, and without reason- 
able and probable cause ; to which it was replied that in 
order to maintain an action on this ground, the plaintiff 
must show that the event had been finally determined 
in the foreign Court in his fayour. This is an important 
decision, for we believe it is the first time that the last 

mentioned rule, which has been long since firmly 
established with respect to proceedings in Englisk 

Courts, has been applied to proceedings abroad. 

How far our Courts have gone in crediting foreign 

Courts with competency of jurisdiction, and fairness and 
accuracy of administration, may be seen in the recent 
cases of Cammell v. Sewell | (3 W. R. 639, 5 H. & N. 728), 
and Castrique v. Imrie 19 W.R1,L R.4H.L 416, 
in the latter of which cases relief was refused against the 
effect of the judgment of a French Court, based on a 
misapprehension of the English law applicable to the 

case, and in contradiction to the (correct) opinion of an 

English lawyer, which was put in evidence before 
the Court. Indeed, Simpson v. Fogo (8 W. R. 407, 11 

W. R. 418), where the judgment of the Court of 
Louisiana, which Vice-Chancellor Wood declined to 
recognise, Was pronounced, not im ignorance, but 
in direct. defiance of the English law appii- 
cable to the case, and was rather a piratical judgment 
taan the judgment of the Court of a civilized counay, 
is almost the only case in which, in the absence of evi- 

dence that the Court had never acquired jurisdiction, 
and in the absence of fraud, the Courts of this country 
have refused to recognise the binding force of foreign 

judgments. As to fraud, the recent decision of the Lord 
Chancellor and Mellish, L.J., in Ochsendein v. Papelier 
(21 W. R. 516, L. R. $ Ch. 695), has happily established 
what some had affected to doubt, that fraud is a geod 
answer to a foreign judgment. And if may seem as 

though fraud, and setting a Court im motion without 

reasonable or probable cause, were not very far from one 

another, and that if the one would invalidate a judgment 
obtained thereby, so would the other. There is, however, 
a substantial difference ; the one affects only the motive 
of the plaintiff, the other, the means which he uses; the 

malicious and unreasonable suit calls upon the defendant 
to defend himself when he ought not to be vexed ; fraud 
takes away from him the means of defending himeelf. 

In the former case he can fight out the befttle em the 

ground his adversary has chosen ; in the latter he is sur- 
prised into a surrender, and if he afterwards finds out 

the fraud that has been practised on him he canmact 
fairly be called om to go back and offer batile om the 
same field. The caseof Taylor v. Ford mary therefore de 
considered as within the principle of Cusdriqgue v. Fmnrie. 
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volves a question of immense practical importance to 
the investing public. Lord Westbury’s decisions in the 
European Arbitration have done much to elucidate what 


» ‘was already a firmly-established rule in the Court of 


Chancery—that, where the articles or the deed of settle- 
ment of a company provide that a transferee is to be 
accepted only subject to approval by the directors, such 
a provision is one binding on the conscience of the trans- 
feror; and that any attempt on his part, whether by 
misrepresentation, concealment, or otherwise, to foist 
upon his brother shareholders a person whom he knows 
to be an improper person is a fraud upon them, and 
must, if proved, inevitably fail. This is the principle 
which runs through Simpson’s case (17 S. J. 648), and 
Paterson's case (ibid. 650), but was more plainly stated 
in Walton Williams’ case, and in the remarks of Lord 
Westbury in Murgatroyd’s case (ante, p. 28). On look- 
ing back to the earlier cases it would seem that this 
principle is one which has been more stripgently applied 
as the number of these cases has brought more pro- 
minently into relief the extent to which transfers to 
escape liability had been attempted. In Richard 
Williams’ case, in which the transferor escaped, Lord 
Westbury expressed himself as suspecting a great deal, 
but unable to act upon suspicion. But in Murgatroyd's 
ease he called upon the transferor to make an affidavit 
fully detailed, that at the time of the transaction h’ 
personally knew the transferees to be men of substance 
To this requisition Murgatroyd responded by swearing: 
to the effect that he was not personally acquainted with 
either transferee, but believed both to be proper persons. 
Lord Romilly, holding this to be insufficient, has retained 
the name of the transferor upon the list. 

It is impossible to view this decision as satisfactory, 
if it is to be taken as laying down any rule. It is one 
thing to say, as previous cases have said, that a trans- 
feror must act in good faith to his brother shareholders, 
and another to hold that he must personally know tha: 
his proposed transferee is a man of substance. Who 
can swear to personal knowledge of his neighbour’s 
solvency? There are, however, circumstances in the 
ease which must have weighed with the arbitrator. 
The transaction was one of purchasing a transferee of 
shares in a company of certainly doubtful solvency, and 
there were grounds for believing that the broker was 
aware of the want of solvency of both transferees. We 
should be sorry to be obliged to regard the case as 
laying down a proposition so extreme as that in a com- 
pany whose articles contain a discretionary clause, no 
member can transfer but to a person of whose solvency 
he has personal knowledge. 





Tus KECEXT MUNICIPAL ELECTION at Manchester in one 
of the wards resulted in a tic, and the town clerk advised 
thet the presiding alderman should give a casting vote, 
or more correctly should name as the successful candidate 
one of the two whose votes were equal. This he did, and as 
it is said that both the alderman and town clerk are strong 
partisans, the affair seems to have created some little com- 
motion. Knowing what we do of modern statutes, and ob- 
serving that the question depended upon the combined 
effectof the Municipal Corporations Act and the Ballot Act, 
we thought it probable that there might really be some 
legal doubt as to the propriety of what was done, which 
might be the foundation of the discontent. It is, how- 
ever, perfectly clear that the town clerk was right in the 
construction he put upon the statutes, which, strange 
to say, when they are looked at, are found not to give 
rise to any reasonable doubt, Before the Ballot Act the 





sessors, Whilst the alderman who is to preside is electeq 
by the councillors themselves. 





In tHe case or Ex parte Jeffery, decided on Monday 
last, the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy put a somewhat 
liberal construction upon Rule 292 of 1870,: which pro- 
vides that “ where bankruptcy occurs pending proceed. 
ings for or towards liquidation by arrangement or com. 
position with creditors, the proper costs incurred in 
relation to such proceedings shall be paid by the trustee 
under the bankguptcy out of the debtor's estate, unless 
the Court shall otherwise order.” A debtor filed a liqui- 
dation petition on the 31st January; on the 28th Febru. 
ary the creditors at their first meeting refused to agree 
to liquidation or composition. The next day the debtor 
filed a declaration of inability to pay his debts, and was 
adjudicated a bankrupt on the petition of a creditor, the 
act of bankruptcy alleged being the filing of the decla. 
ration. The Chief Judge ordered the trustee to pay the 
costs of the liquidation petition out of the estate, although 
it was argued that the liquidation proceedings which had 
proved abortive could hardly be said to be pending when 
the bankruptcy occurred, especially having regard to the 
opinion expressed by James, L.J., in Ha parte Cobb (21 
W. R. 777), that a fresh first meeting of the creditors 
under the liquidation petition could not, under such cir. 
cumstances as occurred in this case, have been sum. 
moned. 





A TRADE-MARK casB of some interest (Raggett y. 
Findlater) occupied the Court of Malins, V.C., for 
more than two days at the beginning of the week. 
The plaintiffs asserted an excluisve right to the 


words “Nourishing Stout,” and the judgment de. 
livered by the Vice-Chancellor proceeded in part upon 
the ground that no exclusive right could be acquired to 
: the adjective “ nourishing”’ as applied to stout. It is 
thoroughly well settled that an exclusive right may be 
acquired in a mere fancy name such as “ Eureka Shirts,” 


but, on the other hand, no one is permitted to appropriate 
ordinary words descriptive of quality such as “ superior” 
or “superfine.’’ Nor, again, could anyone claim an ex- 
clusive right of selling “ Perfectly Pure Milk”’ or “ Per- 
fectly Pure Water.” The Vice-Chancellor considered 
that the term “ nourishing” belonged to the latter class, 
and was “particularly applicable to good stout,” and upon 
these, as well as other grounds, dismissed the bill. 





THE LEGAL DEPARTMENTS COMMISSION. 


The scope of the inquiry already comm enced by the 
Commission on the Legal Offices, appointed in pursuanceof 
the recommendation of the Select Committee on Civil 
Service Expenditure, is certainly sufficiently extensive, 
There is to be an inquiry into the numbers, salaries, 
superannuations, and cost of the administration, regu- 
lation, organisation, manner of appointment and of pro- 
motion in each establishment of the administrative 
departments of the courts of justice, and the Commis 
sioners are to recommend who ought to be responsible 
for the organisation of such establishments, and what 
should be their relation to the Treasury. The Commis 
sioners are also to report whether and in what manner 
the large number of persons formerly connected with 
courts of justice who are in the receipt of compensation 
on abolition of office might be utilised by being ap’ 
pointed to other offices in these establishments, and 
what rules should be laid down as to compensation on 
abolition of judicial offices or of subordinate offices in 
these establishments, 

The departments which are to come under review ar¢ 
twenty in number—ten in England, two in Scotland, 
and eight in Ireland, and most,of these departments, a 
they are called, will probably branch out into many 
offices, The English departments are the Court of 
Chancery, Common Law Courts, Bankruptey Court, 
County Courts, Court of Probate and Divorce, Admiralty 
Court, Land Registry Office, Revising Barristers, Clerks 
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of Assize, and the Central Criminal Court. In Scotland 
we find the two general descriptions of “Courts of Law 
and Justice” and “ Register House Departments.’ In 
Ireland the departments are the Court of Chancery, 
Common Law Courts, Court of Bankruptcy, Landed 
Estates Court, Court of Probate, Admiralty Court, 
Registry of Deeds, and Registry of Judgments. Taking 
avery rough estimate, there cannot be less than two 
thousand officials whose position is to be investigated, 
and possibly there are twice as many. 

In discussing the course which the Commissioners will 
adopt in carrying out the instructions contained in the 
royal warrant, we may, in the first place, remark that 
much of the ground covered by the new inquiry has 
already been gone over by former Commissions. Thus 
in the year 1856 a Commission, appointed to inquire 
“into the process, practice, and system of pleading of 
the High Court of Chancery,” issued a report founded 
upon a very searching inquiry into the system of the 
Chancery offices. This Commission took evidence on the 
subject of many suggestions made for alterations in the 
system, and a great part of the evidence then tendered 
is of ag much value now as it was then. It would seem 
to be simply waste of time to travel over the sdme 
ground again, more especially as, with but two excep- 
tions, the Commissioners of 1856 were lawyers of high 
standing. The names of those on the present inquiry, 
on the other hand, present but one practical lawyer, who, 
while undoubtedly a man of great experience and sound 
judgment, has not that technical acquaintance with pro- 
ceedings in the Chancery offices which, considering that 
the principal department to be investigated is the Court 
of Chancery, would appear to be pre-eminently necessary. 
It seems to us that a common law judge without an equity 
colleague will be very much at a loss on many important 
points, and it is to be regretted that this was not con- 
sidered and acted upon in the choice of the Commissioners. 
Two equity judges, or at least one equity judge and one 
equity barrister of high standing, would have greatly 
added to the strength of the Commission. The absence 
of this element must increase the labours of the Commis- 
sioners, and the want of some such person as a solicitor, 
er even a banker or a merchant, employing professional 
or highly skilled labour, will be felt when questions arise 
as to the value of highly paid and specially qualified 
Officials of long standing. However, we may hope that 
the want of special knowledge in the Commissioners will be 
atoned for by extra labour, but there can be no doubt 
that the inquiry will be lengthened by this circumstance. 

We may assume that no such one-sided investigation 
will be entered upon as that on which we have recently 
commented. The object of the Commissioners will not 
beto support any particular view, but simply to procure 
the most impartial and trustworthy evidence. How is 
this object to be accomplished? One of the witnesses 
examined before the Select Committee appears to point 
towards the proper answer to this question when he 
says, (4942) “ You must go to the place, you must send 
competent persons to look at the books, and watch the 
work, and cross-examine the men; you can do nothing 
Without it.” But this witness does not go far enough. 
It is not sufficient that competent persons should be sent 
te look at the books, and to watch the work, and cross- 
examine the men. ‘The investigation must go much 
more closely into matters. In order to fully inform the 
Commission as to the details of each office, it will be 
Recessary not only that the heads of departments should 
ia each instance be examined and checked against each 
ether, but also that several subordinates in each branch 

be invited to give their views. Again it is 
Obrious that the official mind is not to be trusted to 
@onvey an absolutely unbiassed version of every point 
Which may come under investigation. Those who re- 
Present suitors and who practise in the several departments 
@ught to be invited to make suggestions, and these 
— ought to be answered if necessary by the 

of departments, whose evidence again should 





be submitted to be rebutted by practitioners. This will 
apply to all questions which relate to delay in procedure, 
to departmental increase or reduction, and to other 
cognate subjects. 

There are two other principal points on which the 
Commissioners wlll doubtless institute a very careful in- 
vestigation. These are salaries and patronage. In 
the evidence taken before the Select Committee we 
observe a lamentable ignorance of the duties for which 
gentlemen in legal offices are paid, and of the qualifica- 
tions which entitle them to receive their salaries. It is 
not sufficient to say, for instance, that a gentleman is 
described as a clerk, and that he receives a salary of £500, 
while no clerk of the same standing in the Civil Service 
proper is so highly paid or has such prospects of pro- 
motion, therefore that the office ought to be reduced in 
salary. The investigation must not stop af this, the 
question must be asked what is the qualification requ-red 
from gentlemen holding the office in question, 
what is their average age at the time of their appoint- 
ment, and what, looking at the position of men of like 
standing, would have been their present prospects had 
they continued in their profession? These, and such 
like points, as well asthe efficiency of the work done in each 
office must be fully ascertained before any decision can 
be come to for reducing the pay or numbers of those 
amployed in any department. And in forming any such 
decision it is to be hoped that the Commissioners will 
not lose sight of the fact that it is not of paramount 
importance that the administration of justice should 
be self-supporting, but that it is of the highest moment 
that in the administration of justice efficiency should not 
be sacrificed to cost. 

The question of the future patronage of the offices in 
the legal departments is one which an impartial set of 
Commissioners will probably have much difficulty in 
deciding. It appears, on the one hand, to be absolutely 
essential that the head of the Court should have fall 
control over its officers, not only by having the power to 
appoint but also to dismiss in case of misconduct, and 
on the other hand it seems to be equally important that 
the Treasury, who have the power of the purse, should 
be able to exercise some sort of control which shall be 
effectual. 








ACTS DONE WITHIN SCOPE OF EMPLOYMENT. 


It is a well-established principle of law that the 
master is only liable for negligent acts of the servant when 
such acts are done by the servant within the scope of his 
employment; but, as is usual with most prin- 
ciples of law, the real difficulty is to say when the facts 
of an individual case bring it within the principle. The 
case of Burns v. Poulsom, a report of which will be 
found in last week’s issue of the Weekly Reperter (p. 20), 
affords a good illustration of this difficulty. In that case a 
stevedore was employed to ship iron rails, and had a 
foreman whose duty it was (assisted by labourers) to 
carry the rails from the quay to the ship, after the 
carman had brought them to the quay and unleaded 
them there. The carman not unloading certain rails to 
the foreman’s satisfaction, the latter got into the cart, 
and threw out some of them so negligently that one of 
them fell upon and injured the plaintiff, who was passing 
by. It was held in the Court of Common Pleas by 
Grove and Denman, JJ. (dissentiente Brett, J.), that there 
was evidence for the jury that the foreman was acting 
within the scope of his employment, so as to render the 
stevedore responsible for his acts. 

Admitting that the dividing line is often very tine be- 
tween acts dome and acts not done within the scope ef 
the employment, we must say that the reasoning em- 
ployed by the dissentient judge im this case appears to 
us to be the more forcible. It seems to hare been sab- 
stantially admitted that it was mo part of the stevedore’s 
duty to unload the cart in which the rails were brought ; 
and if so it is difficult to see how im point of time the 
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course of the employment could begin until the 
rails were deposited’on:the quay. ‘The cases in which 
acts, not in fact authorised by the master, have been 
held to be acts within the seope of the employment, have 
mostly been cases in which the acts complained of con- 
stituted a manner of performing the duty entrusted to 
the servant. But if*itwas no part of the duty of the 
foreman to unload’ or assist'in unloading the cart, but 
only to take the rails from the quay to the ship, how 
could any act of his in unloading the cart be construed 
to be a manner of doing the duty-entrusted to him, and 
so within the scope of his employment? The fallacy 
which seems. to us to underlie the. judgment of the 
Court is that’ it seems to have been assumed that if 
the acts of the foreman were done to facilitate the 
subsequent performance of his duty, and so with the 
intention of benefiting the master, they: would be done 
within the scope of the employment. It does not seem 
to us that this would beso. Suppose that it was the 
duty of some servant to receive goods from a train at 
a certain platform, and that, finding the truck containing 
the-goods to be inconveniently placed at the platform, 
he jumped on the engine and ‘set the train in motion in 
order to draw the truck into a better position, and an 
accident in consequence occurred; surely it: could not 
be contended fora moment that the. master would be 
liable in respect of the railway: accident. The case 
is a little more striking and unlikely than that. of 
Burns v. Poulsom, but we are at a loss to see the 
substantial distinction. We presume the way in which 
our illustration would be met by the majority of the 
Court would be by saying that it must be a question for 
the jury whether an act can reasonably be said to be 
within the scope of the employment, and that so 
outrageously unusual an act as that we have instanced 
could not be found, as a matter of fact,to be within the 
scope of the employment; and if it were so found the 
verdict would be set aside as against evidence. It is 
not, however, necessary to take so strong. a case as that 
which we have just instanced. Supposea servant, going 
to receive goods from arailway, was asked by the porters 
to assist in pushing a truck to a certain spot along the 
line, or to pull the handle of the points, or otherwise to 
assist in their work forthe purpose of his receiving the 
goods, could his master be rendered liable for injury 
done to third persons if an accident occurred ? In Burns 
v. Poulsom the foreman interfered with, the;rails in the 
cart against. the will of the carman, but that seems to 
make no difference. 

In reality the point where the divergence of opinion 
exists between the majority of the Court and the dissen- 
tient judge is, that the judgment of the majority as- 
sumes that it might, under certain circumstances, be 
part of the foreman’s duty to assist in unloading the 
cart. Of course if that were so it would make all the 
difference ; but if the report of the case be correct there 
was no evidence. of that whatever. It seems to have 
been a sort of assumption from what anyone might 
readily conjecture to take place very often in such a 
case, viz., that if the carman has any difficulty in 
unloading, the person coming to receive the goods 
would assist him. It seems to us that this is carry- 
ing the doctrine of respondeat superior a great deal too 
far. It is a doctrine which, even when rightly 
applied, in many cases entails great hardship on the 
master, and is, in fact, in a great measure, based on the 
expediency of the thing. If the servants were sub- 
stantial persons worth suing, there can be little doubt 
that the doctrine would never have grown to its present 
dimensions. It does seem to ug to be carrrying a doc- 
trine of this kind too far to hold that it may extend 
to acts done by the servant not in the performance of 
the duty entrusted to him at all, but merely because it 
may be not unnatural or unreasonable that he should, 
being on the spot for the purpose of porforming his duty, 
sometimes assist others in the perfcrmance of another 
duty relating to the same subject matter as his own, 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


PRIVY COUNCIL. 
ExtrapiTion-—Prracy—Haseas. Corpus. 


Attorney-General of Hong Kong v. Kwok-a-Sing, 
P.C,, 21. W. R. 825. 

It will be remembered ‘that some. years ago, during 
the time of the American War of Secession, an applica. 
tion was made by the Government of the United States 
for the extradition of certain persons who were charged 
with piracy committed on the high seas against an 
American vessel. The men were committed under a 
magistrate’s warrant, but, on habeas corpus, they were 
discharged by the Court: of Queen’s Bench, on the 
ground that, although the extradition treaty between 
Great Britain and the United States expressly men- 
tioned piracy, the term must be confined to that which 
was exclusively an offence against the laws of the.coun- 
try requiring the extradition (such, for instance, ay 
offences under the statutory piracy of English law, 
which is-committed entirely within British jurisdiction), 
and that it therefore did not apply to piracy jure. 
gentium, which, being committed on the high seas, is. 
equally an offence against and justiciable in every State, 
and for the punishment of which it was unnecessary to 
make any provision by treaty (In re Turnan, 12 W. BR. 
858). This reasoning (which, howeyer, did not prevail 
with Cockburn, C.J.) has now been applied by the Privy 
Council to a similar case arising upon an extradition 
treaty, relating to Chinese criminals fleeing to Hong 
Kong, made between the Crown and the Emperor of! 
China, and which was given effect to by an Act of the 
Legislative Council of Hong Kong. In that treaty and 
Act, indeed, the crimes in respect of which alleged 
criminals may be delivered up are described as “any 
crime or offence against the laws of China.” On such 
general words as these some limitation must, as their 
Lordships observe, obviously be put, but what that limi- 
tation ought to be it is hard to say; nor does the judg- 
ment furnish us with any guiding principle except the 
very narrow one, which was alone necessary for the deci- 
sion, that the offence charged must be one belonging 
exclusively to the jurisdiction of China. It might, per- 
haps, be suggested that as the treaty seems rather to have 
been made for our own interest than for that of Chine, 
and in order to prevent Hong Kong from becoming @ 
common resort of Chinese criminals, the alleged criminals 
subject to it should be only those persons whom we our- 
selves consider fit to be treated as such—that is, persons 
who have committed in China acts which by English law 
would be criminal if committed in England. This is, in 
fact, a limiting principle in all our extradition treaties, 
even with civilised nations ; but even with this limitation 
the terms of the treaty and the Act would be still far too 
wide, far wider certainly than those of any other treaty 
of the same kind, and their language certainly seems to 
have been improvidently used. 


A second point arose in the case of still greater impor- 
tance. After the Chinaman had been discharged at Hong. 
Kong on habeas corpus from the arrest under the Extra- 
dition Act, he was again committed for trial in the.court. 
at Hong Kong for piracy jure gentium ; and being again 
brought up on habeas corpus. he was discharged, on the 
ground that 31 Car. 2, c. 2, s. 6, directs that no one who 
has been discharged on habeas corpus shall be again im- 
prisoned for the same offence, In reversing this order 
the Privy Council have necessarily decided that the words. 
“same offence” in the statute of Car. 2.do not mean 
“same act,” for the acts which formed the. foundation, of 
the first arrest were the same as,those, which formed. the. 
ground of the second; and they apparently read.them as. 
meaning “ same offence according to its legal description 
and effect.” Their language, indeed, seems to go further. 
“They think” that the statute “can only apply,where 
the second arrest is substantially for the same cause as: 
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the cs dive, so that the rebum to.the, second writ of habeas. 


corpus raises for the opinion of the Court the same ques- 
tion with reference to the validity of the, grounds of de- 
tention as the first;” but this would apply to the, case 
where the prisoner was discharged on the ground of the 
illegality of the arrest in respect, not of its cause, but of 


its mode, which seems scarcely reconcileable with the , 
words of the statute, nor indeed with what is said in. the. 


immediately preceding sentence ofthe judgment. ‘They 
do not-say, however, that the section may: not. also apply 
to. cases where a-prisoner is. discharged unconditionally 
upon the ground that the warrant on which he is detained 
shows no valid cause for his detention ;” yet in-this case 
the question as to the validity of the grounds of detention 
would certainly be a different one. The case.cannot. be 
taken to be an authority for more than the limited pro- 
With reference to the meaning of 
“same offence” we may-refer to Reg. v.. Morris (15'W. R, 
999, L. R. 1 U. C..99), where manslaughter was held not 
to be the “same cause” with assault within the meaning 
of 24 & 25. Vict. c. 100,s. 45, although the death was 
caused by.the assault. There, however, the death was an 


additional fact. 





EQUITY. ! 
Soxicitror—InTEREsT ON. DISBURSEMENTS. 
Hartland vy. Murrell, L.C. for M.R., 21 W. R. 781, 
L. R. 16 Eg, 285. 

The 17th section of the Solicitors Act of 1870 (33 & 
34. Vict. c. 28) provides that upon every taxation the 
taxing master may allow interest on moneysdisbursed by 
asolicitor for hisclient. In Hartland v.. Murrell an im- 
portant limitation was placed upon the words every taxa- 
tion, which it seems must be read as signifying “every 
taxation as against the client personally.” It -was, there- 


fore, held that where the costs were directed to be taxed, 
as between solicitor and client, and paid out of a fund in, 


court, interest could not. be allowed upon money.out-of 
pocket. This appears to be a, narrow. interpretation of 
the enactment, for it would seem that under the, present 
law.a solicitor might expressly stipulate for interest upon 
money out of pocket, and if he did so his right would not 
be.affected by the inability of the client to recoup himself. 
It. is true that the Lord Chancellor. suggests, that, “if 
the client. had power to borrow. and charge the fund 
with the amount borrowed, then. the solicitor might pos- 
sibly. have interest; and as Hartland v. Murrell was 
acase between mortgagor and mortgagee, the, decision 
might be different in the case of advances, made, by 
the solicitor of a. trustee, It, is certainly. not. for 
the advantage of beneficiaries to retain obstacles. in 
the way of obtaming money for the. proper conduct 
of trust business which in, other cases have been 
removed. 

It is curious to notice that a similar construction, was, 
in. the first instance, adopted with reference to sections 17 
and.18.of 1 & 2. Vict. c, 110, under-which interest is pay- 
able upon costs in Equity. In The Attorney-General, v. 
Nethercote (11 Sim. 529) it was held that where. the costs 
are, to come.out of a fund this enactment does not apply. 
But. the decision was. corrected by. the. Legislature, and 


the 27th section of 23: & 24 Vict. c, 127 makes. the rule, 
the same whether the costs are payable by.a party or. 


ont of a fund. 


Parot AGREEMENTS CoLLATERAL TO. Lagagns. 


Erskine.v. Adeane, 1,J., 21 Wy. R. 802; L. R. 
8,Ch.. 756. 

We have before alluded to the singular ddea upon 
Which one of the claims raised in this case was admitted 
by. Lord Romilly—that there is an implied warranty by. 
the landlord that the shrubs and trees upon, or close to, 

t ises shall not be injurious to the 
tenant’s cattle, Another claim was allowed’ by his 





Lordship based upom the assumption that an implied 
contract existed between. landlord.and tenant, whereby 
the landlord was bound either toe,keep a certain ditch, 
constituting the boundary..between land of his own 
in his own occupation and land of his own in. the 
occupation of his tenant, full of water, or to. substi- 
tute another fence. It is scarcely necessary to say 
that, on appeal, these claims were summarily re. 
jected, Mellish, L.J., remarking that he had never heard 
ofsuch.a warranty as that alluded to by the Master of 
Rolls; on the contrary that “in taking a lease of 
property the rule is caveat lessee; he must take the 
property as he finds it;” that “ the common. law. of 

land does not imply contracts and agreements. to 
anything like the extent that most other laws do,” and tha 
“if-the tenant, upon looking over the farm, thought it wa; 
for-his advantage to have . . . certain fences which 
were in the possession of the landlord, kept in repair, in 
order-that his cattle might be protected, he should have 
inserted a covenant in the lease that the landlord would 
keep those fences in repair.” 


Upon the third claim the decision. of the Master of the 
Rolls was also reversed, and upon this point the case de- 
serves special attention, as furnishing an illustration of 
the way in which parol evidence. may. be admitted te add 
terms to a written lease, perhaps more striking than. thas 
afforded by Morgan v. Griffiths (19 W. R. 987, L. R. 6 
Ex. 70). In the last mentioned case it may be remem- 
bered that the plaintiff, who had entered into possession 
under a parol agreement for a lease, finding his crops 
injured by rabbits, expressed his determination not to 
sign the lease unless the rabbits were destroyed. 
Upon the landlord’s promisiag to do this, the plaintiff 
asked that a condition to that effect might be inserted in 
the lease, but, on the faith of a renewed verbal promise 
from the landlord that the rabbits should be killed, he 
ultimately executed the lease in its original form, con- 
taining a provision that the tenant should not-shoot, &e., 
upon the land, or destroy any game; but should use his, 
best endeavours to preserve the same, and. should alow 
the landlord to hunt, &c.,on the land. The. plaintif§ 
sued the defendant for the non- performance of this 
promise, and it was contended that the promise was in;, 
consistent with the terms of the lease, and could not -be 
received in evidence. The Court, however, held that, 
there was a valid collateral agreement founded upon a 
good consideration—viz., the execution of theilease. In 
Erskine v. Adeane the facts, as held by. the Lords, 
Justices to be proved, were, that in the course of. 
negotiation for a. lease, the tenant said it was impossible 
that he could take the land with so much game upon 
it. Thereupon a promise, with reference, to the game, 
was made by the landlord to the intending tenant,, 
This promise is stated by James, L.J., to have. been, 
“that the game of which the, tenant was then com- 
plaining should be so dealt with as. not to amount, 
to a serious nuisance to the tenant .. The 
substance of the agreement was, not that there Was, 
to be no game. there, or that there was, not to bey 
game preserved in a reasonable.and moderate. way, but; 
that there was not to be a, quantity of game there, and; 
that he was not tokeep an army of gamekeepers, bug, 
such an amount of game as one keeper would be sufficient; 
to deal with.” Some weeks afterwards, alease for eight, 
years was executed by the tenant, which reserved to the. 
lessor the exclusive right to all game and to preserve the, 
same, and to shoot and sport over the demised premises, 
with liberty to the tenant to keep down the rabbits,other,, 

wige than by shooting, Their Lordships. held the .pargl. 
ead to, be binding in point of law, and. allowed. the,, 
tenant's claim for breach of it. According to this deci-;, 
sion it would appear that a collateral parol agreement to 
do something during the whole term of the lease may be 
added to a written lease, provided the agreement is not. 
inconsistent with the provisions of the lease, and provided. 
lalso the lease is executed on the faith of the parol. 
promise. 
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COMMON LAW. 
Novisancs—LanpDLorD anp TENANT. 


Pretty v. Bickmore, C.P., 21 W. R. 733, L. R. 
8 C. P. 401. 

This case is not easy to understand. The plain- 
tiff claimed damages against the owner of a house for 
injuries caused to him through the defective condition of 
a trap in the public highway. The answer of the defen- 
dant was that he had let the house—under ordinary 
circumstances a perfectly good answer. But the force 
of the answer lies in the fact that the landlord, having 
let the premises, is not in custody of them, has no right 
to interfere with them, and cannet therefore be charge- 
able with their condition. If, however, the landlord let 
the premises in that defective and dangerous condition, 
in such a manner as to sanction and authorise the con- 
tinuance of the nuisance, Todd v. Flight (9 W. R. 145, 
9 C. B. N.S. 377) shows that he would still be liable, and 
if he were, as between ‘himself and the tenant, under 
the obligation to keep in repair, there can be no doubt 
that he would fall within that rule. The defendant had 
let the premises in question for a term of years by a lease 
which contained a covenant by the tenant to keep in 
repair, the lessor agreeing himself to put the premises in 
repair. After the tenant had entered into possession of 
the premises, but whilst the defendant’s workmen were 
still at work upon the repairs, the plaintiff was injured 
by stepping upon a cellar flap belonging to the house, 
which was, through want of repair, in an insecure con- 
dition; and it appears that as to this cellar flap the 
defendant had, upon his attention being called to it 
during the repairs, declined to repair it on the ground 
that it was, as he alleged, the duty of the parish to do so. 
The question is, not whether the tenant by virtue of his 
possession of the premises was liable, but whether the 
defendant, who had certainly at one time been guilty of 
@ public nuisance, and who had by his agreement con- 
tinued his right to repair, and to that extent his custody 
of the premises, and who, as between himself and the 
tenant, was under a duty to repair, had by his mere let- 
ting of the premises discharged himself of his duty to the 
public. We cannot but regret that the rule to set aside 
# nonsuit which was applied for was not granted, that it 
might have been seen whether any case could really be 
produced where a landlord letting premises which were a 
nuisance was, under circumstances like those of the pre- 
sent case, held discharged of his liability to the public; 
and the more 0 as some expressions in the judgments 





seem inconsistent with the reported facts. Keating, J., 
says “that the landlord retained the obligation to repair 


the premises might be a circumstance to show that he 
authcrised the continuance of the nuisance. There was 
no euch obligation here.” But on the facts it appears 
there was such an obligation, so that on the reasoning of 
the learned judge it would seem that the landlord did 
authorise the continuance of the nuisance, at least for so 
long 4 time as he was engaged in doing the repairs. And 
indeed if, as it seems, his allegation was that neither he 
nor the tenant was bound to do this repair, this is ex- 
tremely like 2 consent and authorisation to the contin- 
wance of the nuisance so far as cither he or the tenant 
was concerned. Bovill, CJ., also treats the case as if the 
tenant's covenant were to put in r , Hon J. 
treate the question as if the rider ire to 
shift the liability to the landlord” ; but the question is, 
whether, as against the public, the landlord had suc- 
ceeAed in shifting the liability from himself. It is not 
impossible that both may have been liable; but at any 
rate, w far as concerns the landlord, it is difficult to 
distinguish the case from Todd v. Flight. It may be 
dmbted whether the case can be securely acted upon. 





A raecting of the Articled Clerks’ Society was held on 
Welucesay last. The subjects for di om were the 
Judicature Vill (Part 1V.) and That « breach of contract 
for service ought not to be treated as « criminal offence.” 
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REVIEWS. 


q 


A Practical Compendium of Equity. By Wise 
Wessrzer Watson, Esq., of Trinity College, Cambridge, 
M.A., and of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Lay, 
Two vols. H. Sweet. 


Mr. Watson states the purpose of his work to be “to 
afford such assistance in Equity as in Common Law 
practice has been provided by Selwyn’s Law of Nisi 
Prius and Roscoe's Evidence.’”’ He accordingly presents 
us with a digest of the decisions and statutes on the mat. 
ters principally occupying the attention of the Courts of 
Equity, arranged under thirty-six titles, placed in alpha. 
betical order. The book contains a great deal of infor- 
mation condensed into a very moderate compass. Its 
defects are many of them such as result from the desire 
to compress a wide subject into a limited space. In some 
instances the information given is rather meagre, and 
occasionally a few words are all that the author devotes 
to a topic which might well fill a chapter. Thus the 
subject of Superstitious Uses (p. 39) is dismissed in less 
than twenty lines, no attempt being made to specify all 
the uses which at the present day are deemed to be super- 
stitious. In many places it has struck us that there is a 
want of proportion in the fulness with which the various 
subjects are treated. Much matter is inserted which 
seems scarcely in place in a compendium of Equity; as, 
for instance, a considerable part of the title on Landlord 
and Tenant. No doubt, however, it is difficult in this 
respect to draw the line. We notice also some inequality 
in the execution of the titles. Some are well arranged— 
such as those devoted to “ Executors and administrators” 
and “ Estates and interests in property’; while now and 
then we find a title the matter in wnich appears to have 
been rather pitchforked together than arranged with any 
regard to symmetry or convenience. For instance, in the 
title on “ Landlord and tenant-Lease”’ we find, under a 
chapter headed “ Of leases in general,” a section devoted 
to tenancy by sufferance—the essence of which of course 
is that no lease or agreement exists between owner and 
occupier. The subject of “ What may be demised” is 
treated under the heading “ Parcels,” instead of forming 
a distinct heading, placed before that devoted to “ Lessors 
and lessees,’ under which last heading the next chapter 
—“ Leases under the Settled Estates Act ’’—might have 
been conveniently placed. So also in the title on Trusts, 
the chapter on acceptance and disclaimer of trusts ought 
to have followed chap. 1, relating to the creation of ex- 
press trusts, instead of following chapters on implied and 
resulting trusts. 

Turning from the arrangement to the matter of the 
work, we find a similar remark applicable. Many of the 
titles appear to be very fairly executed; some are very 
well done, but there are others of which this cannot be 
said. Among these last is certainly that on Charity and 
Mortmain. On page 48 of this chapter, for instance, there 
occurs a sentence which seems to indicate that the writer 
has not been wholly free from the common confusion 
between the Mortmain Acts, which restricted gifts to 
corporations, and the Charitable Uses Act, which restricted 
gifts to charitable purposes. He says, “ Where a statute 
merely confers on a charitable institution a right to pur- 
chase, take and hold land, this simply operates as a licence 
(see 7 & 8 Will. 3, c. 37) to that effect, rendering it un- 
neeessary to procure such a licence from the Crown (and 
which is now granted by the Board of Trade), and does 
not give aright to acquire it except in the manner autho- 
rised by the Statute of Mortmain.” Who ever heard of 
a licence from the Crown to enable an 
unincorporated charitable institution to take land? It 
is scarcely. necessary to point out that in the above 
extract for “charitable institution.” there should be 
real “incorporated charitable institution.” On page 
54 of the same chapter it is) stated, with reference 
to secret trusts, that “where the devisec is no party 
to the trust, neither expressly promising nor by silence 
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implying that he will carry it out, and the devise 
vests the estate in him, he will be entitled to hold it against 
the heir or residuary devisee. But if the testator 
has been induced to make the devise upon an assurance 
that the devisee will perform the secret trust, the devise 
fails.” What can be the meaning of the devisee being 
no party to the trust? The question in these cases is 
really whether a trust is created at all. One test of the 
validity of these gifts, as Lord Cairns has pointed out in 
Jones v. Badley (L. R. 3 Ch. 364), is “to consider the 
ease as unaffected by the Statutes of Mortmain and of 
Wills, and then to inquire whether a trust has been con- 
ferred by the testator and accepted by the devisee in 
such a way that a Court of Equity could enforce it as 
binding on the conscience of the devisee.” Why does 
not Mr. Watson quote Lord Hatherley’s language in 
Wailgrave v. Tebbs (2 K. & J. 313), where he says that 
where “‘a person knowing that a testator, in making a 
disposition in his favour, intends it to be applied for 
purposes other than his own benefit, either expressly 
promiees or by silence implies that he will carry the 
testator's intentions into effect, and the property is left 
tohim upon the faith of that promise or undertaking, 
itis, in effect, a case of trust?” In the same chapter 
we note two or three small inaccuracies in the description 
of the provisions of 9 Geo. 2, c. 36. 

In other parts of the book we observe traces of an occa- 
sional want of care. Thus, in treating of contracts in res- 
traint of trade, it is stated that “ contracts not to carry on 
business at, or within a certain distance of, a particular 
place, though unlimited as to time, arevalid.’’ Noreference 
is-made to the important requisite to the validity of these 
contracts, that they must be reasonable—of which one 
test is that the restriction imposed by them must be 
such only as to afford a fair protection to the interest of 
the person in favour of whom it is conferred, and not so 
large as to interfere with the interests of the public 
(Horner v. Graves, 7 Bing. at p. 743). Under the head 
of 32 & 33 Vict. c. 46, we find no reference to the im- 
portant case of Re Williams, Ex parte Williams (21 
W. R. 160). In fairness, however, to Mr. Watson, it 
should be admitted that however well a digest within 
mch a moderate compass as that he has given us was 
executed, there would probably always be omissions to 
be noted. His work exhibits no little industry, and 
may form the foundation of a book of considerable 
value to the profession. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tue New Scaie or Commission. 

Sir,—In reply to the letterin your last issue from “ A 
Country Practitioner,” I would point out that one main 
dbject in now issuing a scale is, that by its general 
adoption in business not transacted for clients holding a 
fiduciary character, a foundation may be laid for ob- 
taining for it a legal sanction. At present there is no 
power to legalise a scale of fees based on an ad valorem 
principle, but in the Land Transfer Bill of last session a 
dause was inserted which will no doubt appear in the 
Bill when re-introduced next year, by which the Lord 
Chancellor was empowered to authorise a scale of pay- 
ment by commission. This is as much as can be at pre- 
tent expected. Parliament could not be asked or ex- 
pected to settle the details of a scale of commission—it 
will probably entrust that duty to the Lord Chancellor, 
Who will certainly consult the Incorporated Law Society 
before issuing any authoritative scale. 

No doubt the Law Society would be very glad to re- 
tive from your correspondents “M. G. EB.” and “A 
Solicitor of ‘Thirty Years’ Standing" their suggestions as 
% amendments in tho scale. It is, however, generally 
Mderstood that the scale recently put forth is the result 

a great deal of consideration by the various Law 
es and not by the Incorporated Law Society only, 
tad that with regard to the smaller transavtions the scale 





prevailing in the country, where small transactions form 
the staple.of the business, has been adopted. I certainly 
do not believe that the Legislature would ever sanction a 
larger charge than that prescribed by the scale for a loan 
of £100, nor do I think that it ought to do so. Your 
correspondent, “ A Solicitor of Thirty Years’ Standing,” 
does not state what his charge usually is, but where dis- 
bursements are added the costs according to the recent 
scale will amount to a large per-centage on the money 
advanced. Perhaps your correspondent would, either in 
your columns or by communication with the Incorporated 
Law Society, explain particularly the scale of charges 
which he has been in the habit of using, and which he 
would desire to see sanctioned. It is most desirable that 
before the Chancellor is asked to approve any such mode 
of payment ,the profession should be agreed upon the rate 
to be adopted. L. G. B. 








NOTES. 


We recently alluded to the efforts which have been made 
to draw the attention of the First Commissioner of Works 
to the disgraceful condition of the building in which the 
Connty Court is held at Manchester. We are glad to learn 
that those efforts have at length been successful. At a 
recent meeting of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce 
the reply of the First Commissioner of Works to the 
memorial of the chamber with respect to increased county 
court accommodation in Manchester was read, and it was 
stated that, by arrangement, Mr. Galton, the director of 
public works and buildings, would meet the representatives 
of the chamber to confer as to the site of the new court 
and upon other matters. It is to be hoped that Mr. Galton 
will not forget that the Manchester Law Association ought 
to have a voice in the matter. 


In the law books published on this side of the Atlantic 
there are seldom to be found appeals to the tender emotions. 
Jarman on Wills, or Williams on Executors, are as cold and 
unsympathetic as a treatise on the integral calculus. We 
observe that an American writer on the “ Probate Juris- 
diction and Practice in the County Courts” has attempted 
to introduce a reform in the mode of treating these sub- 
jects. In speaking of probate jarisdiction he says :— 

“A jurisdiction so often invoked by those involved in 
intense sorrow, demands that they ahould manifest their 
sincere affection for 

Hearts from which twas death to sever, 

Eyes this world can ne’er restore, 
not only by a faithful observance of the will of the ancestor 
or the law of descent, but by closely following in the ex- 
ecution of their trusts and discharge of duties, the custom 
and practice of the County Court, according to the statute 
in sach case made and provided.” 

And on the following page the author, under the head of 
the care requisite in developing such a subject, says :— 

“Tn view of such trusts we approach oar subject with 
feelings of awe. Such feelings are nowhere better ex- 
pressed than in the Forest Hymn”: 

From which he proceeds to quoie. This reverent spirit is 
very delightful, but would it not be better to put the poetry 
into the foot notes ? 


The Irish correspondent of the Times points out some 
satisfactory results shown by the criminal and judicial 
statistics for Ireland for the year ending the Sist of July last, 
Although the pressure on the was increased by the un- 
favourable harvest of 1872, only 2,148 offences and 
were specially reported to the police in the eleven mon 
preceding the above date, being 274 less than in the previous 
year, In the same period of 1864, under similar pressare, 
the number of of outrages was 3,881, ‘* Treason,” he thinks, 
“ja extinct, and agrarianism is dying out. Some recent 
outrages, it may be hoped, are only ic efforts, which 
show no real vitality. In the first seven months of this 
there were nine counties entirely free from jan crime 
Last year, in the same period, there were only two counties 
free. In the county Clare there was a temporary revival of 
agrarian crimes, and the number of offences rose from eight 
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to twenty-nine ; but the special powers of the Peace Pre- 
servation Act were put in force, andin July the county was 
restored to 
oftbelaw. The number of agrarian off-nces specially re- 

to the Constabulary fell from 1.329 in 1870 to 256 in 
1872, which is the more gratifying from the fact that the 
autumn was not as prosperous as in other years.” 


From the list of offices held by the Lord Mayor, given by 
the City Fress, it would appear that intelligent foreigners 
ate perfectly justified in regarding him as a functionary of 
very great importance. We read with surprise the long 
list of his judicial duties. He is Judge of the Court 
of Hustings (which, however does not make any great 
demands upon his time), Chief Commissioner of the Central 
Criminal Court (which he officially visits twice during each 
session). He presides over the London Sessions held at the 
Guildhall. He used also to be a Justice of the Peace for 
Southwark, where he opened the Sessions and subsequrntly 

ided ; but of this duty he has of late years been 
relieved by other arrangements. -He is Escheator-General 
in London and Southwark, whenever there is anything 
escheatable, a matter now not of very frequent occurrence. 
He is Chief Conservator of the Thames, an office which 
involves the holding of some eight courts in the year, and 
occasionally a ninth. He has to sign daily hosts of 
affidavits to notarial documents which may be required here 
or for transmission to the colonies. He sits in the justice- 
room at the Mansion House for some three hours or more 
daily to administer the law, sometimes, also, sitting 
privately to adjust differences as an arbitrator. We quite 
agree with our contemporary that ‘‘very naturally the 
personal state” of this over-burdened judge ‘‘ has always 
been an object of care and solicitude on the part of the 
citizens.” 


It appears that the unseemly differences between high 
judicial personages on tke Irish bench, to which we have 
before referred, has been renewed. According to the 
Irish correspondent of the Times, in delivering a jadgment 
im a case in which the Court affirmed a decree of the 
Vice Chanceilor, granting an order for specific perform- 
ance of an agreement for a lease cf certain premises, 
the Court expressed an opinion that certain inquiries shou!d 
be made in the Court below. The Lord Justice observed tha‘ 
he was of opinion that in its decree the Court should in- 
sert a direction that this investigation should be condacted 
by the Vice-Chancellor bimself, and not delegated to his 
ebief clerk. He described an order made by the Vice- 
Chancellor delegating certain alleged judicial duties, as an 
ostentatious parade of contempt for the law. He (the 
Lord Justice) did not expect that the Lord Chancellor 
would agree to his proposed direction. According to 
another report, he twitted the Lord Chancellor with 


perfect order—a proof of the efficient operation ; 


$$$ 


. 


COURTS. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before BLACKBURN, Quarn, and 
ARCHIBALD, JJ. 

Nov. 13.—The Queen v. Tie Local Government Board, 
In this case a rule had been obtained calling upon the 
Local Government Board to show cause why a mandamus 
should not issue commanding them to inquire into and to 
assess and award the amount of compensation either in a 
gross sum or by way of annuity, to be paidto Mr. William 


, Sparling for the loss of his office in the parish of St. Mary, 


Islington. Under the Local Act.5 Geo. 4, trustees were 
elected triennially for the general management of the whole 
of the parochial affairs of St. Mary, Islington, including the 
relief of the poor; and under that Act the trustees had 
power to appoint, amongst others, ‘‘a clerk or clerks” for 
the purposes of the Act. In 1852 the trustees appointed the 
applicant their clerk at £250 per annum on condition that 


| he should also act as their solicitor in all legal business 


under the Act without charge, except for disbursements, 
Mr. Sparling held the office from 1852 till 1857, when the 
Local Management of the Metropolis Act was passed, when 
the power and authority of the truste*s, except with regard 
to the management of the poor, was trans/erred to the vestry 
of the parish, and in 1867 the Metropolitan Poor Act passed, 
In April, 1857. the trustees, as managers for the poor, passed 
a resolution that the business of the toard should be con. 
ducted by one clerk at a salary of £250 per annum, with the 
aid of a solicitor, for the management of the legal buriness, 
at a salary of £100 per annum, and that the office of solicitor 
! should be offered to Mr. Spar'ing, who accepted the office 
and held it until 1867, but he ceased to be clerk. The 
Poor-law Board that was then in existence refused to 
confirm the office of solicitor, as being contrary to the Act, 
and the duties of that board having been transferred to the 
Local Government Board, proceedings had to be taken 
against them. 

The Attorney-General, the Solicitor-General, and Lumley 
appeared on behalf of the Local Government Board, and 
showed cause against the rule, and contended that Mr. 
Sparling was not an officer under the Poor-law Act of 1867, 
and consequently he could not have lost his office by the 








passing of the act. By the rules of the Poor-law Board no 
provision was made for the appointment of a ‘solicitor. 
| Mr. Sparling was no other than a professional man con- 
| tracting with the parish to discharge the professional 
| business, with regard to the poor, for a lump suin instead 
| of being paid by the piece. He was free to discharge 
| other duties. 

| Cox supported the rule.—He contended that the duties 
| discharged by Mr. Sparling were such that he came within 


i 


“goftness” and sequiescing in an illegal course of pro- | the wording of the Act as au officer acting for the relief of 


cedure. The Lord Chancellor said the Lord Justice 


of Appeal had rightly anticipated his intention. He | 


Was wot prepared while sitting in that Court to 
hear gross insults levelled at the Judge of a high 
tribunal, and the proposition to insert in the decree a di- 
rection to the Vice-Chancellor to do his duty involved neces- 
sarily an aseuwption of incapacity, and he declined to as- 
sume that the Vice-Chancellor would not have the inquiries 
properly taken before himself. The Lord Justice of Appeal 
014 they had the ordinance of the Vice-Chancellor hiaself, 
and they knew ae distinctly as if the Vice-Chancellor was 
sitting there and telling them, what would be done when 
the matter went into Chambers. The Lord Justice e6n- 
timmed,—“1 will not trouble myself with what the Vice- 
Chancellor thinks of matters of iety. I have my own 
hens of the daty of a Judge ofthe Court of Appeal. The 
record in Howlin v. Sheppord showed how matters 
‘were conducted in the office. The Lord Chancellor showed 
thet he was wholly ignorant of the facts of that case, when 
he wiated that the Vice-Chancellor tad better mind the 
Questions in that case himself. The Vice-Chancellor bim- 
self when pointing out that two inquiries in that matter 
were determined by bimself, show 

proceedings in 


by 
the Judge, and it was in those proceed- 
jogs that the two ocearred, which involved the 
pertics in an utterly worth investigation and sn ex- 
petie of several hundred pounds.” 


| the poor and in the service of the guardians. The word 
| “ officer” did not bear the limited construction that had 
been put upon it, as applying only to the particalar officers 
mentioned in the Act. 

Quain, J., said it was strange, if a solicitor was to be an 
officer, that the PoorJaw Voard shonld, in the regulations 
minute, have enumerated clergymen and medical men, and 
not solicitors or attorneys. 

The Covert took time to consider its judgment.—Morning 
Post. sae CEG 

EXCHEQUER, 
(Sittings in Banco, before Keuy, C.B., and Bramwent, 
Picert, and Po.vock, B.B.) 
Nov. 13.—Stscken and Another v. Patrick. 


This was an action by solicitors to recover the amount of 
their bill of costs, tried before Pigott B. in London, whens 
4 verdict was found for the plaintiff, the amount to be 
by the master on taxation, It Ls ig that the defendant 
and his wife were living apart, he, under a verbal agree 
ment, paying her anannuity of £200, On the 11th of April 
he called to seo her, ani « dispute arising, he, as she and 
her witness swore, committed « cruel and violent assault 
upon her, On the day following, the 12th, she called 
the plaintiff, and the result was that certain negoti 
pir etitered into, and a deed of separation prepared ; bit 
4 uity arose as to the amount to be allowed, the defer- 
dant beng willing ty ullow £220 a yeur, but the wile claim. 
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ing £260. A petition for a divorce, or a judicial separation, 
was filed, and there was a petition for alimony pendente lite. 
The claim was made upon a statement of a larger income 
than the defendant possessed, but ultimately an order allow- 
£120 a year was made. The wife, it appears, afterwards 
employed some other attorney to prepare a deed, by which 
the wife agreed to accept, and the defendant to pay £200 a 
Forthe work performed upon the instructions of the 
Wfondant's wife the plaintiffs sued and recovered a verdict, 
the jury finding that the defeudant had been guilty of legal 
erueity. ‘The Solicitor-General moved for and obtained a 
role for a new trial, on the ground that the wife had no 
‘authority to pledge the defendant’s credit, the right of the 
wife to pledge the husband's credit being restricted to neces- 
aries. 

Against the rule Cole, Q.C., and Thesiger, Q.C., showed 
gause; and the Solicitor-Generai and J. O. Grifits sup- 
ported it. 

The Court, in substance, decided that upon the facts the 
defendant's wife had taken steps which were necessary to 
her protection, and which were rendered neessary by the 
defendant’s conduct. She had an implied authority to 


ledge her husband’s credit, and the plaintiffs were perfectly 

justified in accepting her retainer, and were entitled to 

maintain the action for work and labour against the husband, 
therefore the rule would be discharged.— Zimes. 





COURT OF PROBATE, DUBLIN. 
(Before Judge WaRREN.) 
Nov. 10.—Devereux v. Devereux. 

Administration granted to the widow of the deceased, 
although she had been arrested on a charge of complicity in the 
‘murder of the deceased. 

Shekleton applied on behalf of Michael Devereux, father 
of Thomas Devereux, that administration should be granted 
tohim. The deceased, Thomas Devereux, was a farmer in 
the King’s County, He was murdered on the 15th of June 
‘Yast, near Athlone. His wife was primd facie entitled to a 
zat of administration, but there was an affidavit charging 

er with direct complicity in the murder of her husband. 
‘She had been arrested, and the case against her was being 
vestigated pending the assizes. Counsel submitted that 
ander these circumstances his Lordship would not be 
‘warranted in granting administration to the widow. 

John Gibson, on behalf of the widow, contended that she 
was entitled to administration. She had sworn positively 
that she did not know who the murderers of her husband 
‘were, and if she knew she would endeavour to bring them 
ito justice. The Court was bound to select the widow, 
‘unless it were clearly established she was not a trustworthy 
‘person. If his Lordship refused her the grant, it might 
‘seriously affect her if she happened to be sent for trial. 

Warren, J., inquired whether the widow had been 
arrested. 

Shekleton said the widow was actually in gaol at present 
‘on a charge of murder. 

Warren, J., said that no doubt the widow was primd 
facie entitled to a grant of administration, and the question 
was whether the affidavits disclosed matters which 
deprived her of that right? No doubt there was a charge 
against her of oe in the murder, At present it 
appeared to him to be merely a case of suspicion, and he 
did not think that sufficient to deprive her of the primd 
facie right. Besides, if he were to refuse hee the grant, it 
might seriously prejudice her in the defence. He would, 
therefore, give her the grant of administration, and allow 
the costs out of the assets. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 

(Before Mr. Registrar Murnay, sitting as Chief Judge.) 
Nov. 12.—2x parte Cadiot and Johnston, Re Cadiot and 
Johnston, 

Hresh meeting of eveditors allowed where the names of 
‘ereditors inserted in the statement of affairs have deen acei- 
Mentally emitted from tha ists filed with the requests. 
Wickens (solicitor), moved for an order wader a petition 
‘for liquidation for the appointmont of a fresh first meeting 
“et creditors. The affidavit upon which the motion ‘was 
“made ‘showod that the debtors filed their — for 

vidation by arrangement on the 25th September, and the 

t general meeting of their creditors was held on the 14th 

wud the adjourned meeting on the 3nd November 








Upon ee to register a resolution for liquidation 
it appeared that the names of the City Bank and others 
were inserted in the statement of the debtors’ affairs as 
creditors, but that their names not having been included in 
the lists of creditors filed with the requests, they had not 
received notice. The amount of such uomitted creditors 
would affect the statutory majority of creditors at the said 
meetings. 

Wickens, in support of the application.—The present 
caseis distinguishable trom Ez parte Cobb, Re Sedley, 21 W. R. 
777, L. R. 8 Ch. 727, for the reason that the meeting of 
creditors was rendered useless solely through the uccidental 
omission of the names of creditors. 

Murray, Registrar.—Cannot the omission be cured by 
giving the creditors whose names have been excluded from 
the lists notice of the application to register ? 

Wickens.—No, because the majority of creditors will be 
affected. The omission was entirely an error on the part of 
the debtors, and occurred by reason of their having in some 
instances by mistake inserted the names of the acceptors of 
bills of exchange iusteal of the names of the holders 
thereof. 

Murray, Registrar, thought the observations of the 
Lords Justices in Ex parteCobb, Re Sedley, were not applicable 
to the present case, and said that as the omission of the 
names ot creditors was accidental, a fresh meeting migat be 
allowed. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LIVERPOOL. 
(Before Mr. Perroner Tuompson, Judge.) 
Nov. 1.—Jn re W. H. Chesters. 
Delegation of powers to registrar. 

This was an application for the appointment of a recei- 
ver under a petition for liquidation, presented by the 
debtor, a commission merchant in Liverpool. 

Rodway, in support of the application, sait that the 
principal assets were in Antigua, and it was important 
that notice should be sent out to that island that the 
Court had appointed a receiver. 

His Honour, having read the affidavits, made the de- 
sired order. 

Rodway said he wished to call the attention of the Coart 
to the great convenience and benefit which would result 
to the practitioners and suitors in bankruptey, if the 
registrars of the Court were invested with power to dis- 
pose of sucha applications as the one he had just made. 
The 67th section of the Bankruptey Act, 1869, empowered 
the judge to exercise a right of delegation, and in other 
local courts the registrars were invested with sach power. 
In this case he had spent the best part of a day in ob- 
taining an audience from the judge in a matter which, 
when heard, only occupied a few minutes. The registrars, 
who were universally admitted to be most competent, had 
been in attendance all the day, but had declined to act on 
the ground that they were without authority. 

His Honour said it was his desire to promote the con- 
venience of all parties, and he should take an early 
opportanity of consulting his colleague (Mr. Collier) as to 
the advisability of adopting Mr. Rodway’s suggestion. 
The difficulty experienced in making the application just 
heard had arisen through his unavoidable absence from 
Court, he having to attend at some distance to inspect 
machinery, which was the subject of a pendiag motion ia 
Bankruptcy. 

Rodway said he was aware that his Honour had been 
engaged on Court duties, and it was not by way of com- 
plaint but with the greatest respect, and simply as a 
suggestion that he had mentioned the matter. 

Nov. Sth.—On this day his Honove intimated that he 
had considered the point raised by Mr. Rodway, and, with 
the concurrence of the registrars, he had delegated to 
them power to act in the appointment of receivers when- 
ever the court, through being cooupied by other duties, 
was inaccessible. . 

THE RAILWAY COMMISSION, 
(Before Sir F. Press, Mr, Macramana, Q C., and Mr. Pare.) 
Nov. 10.—he Corporation of Deverv. The Sowth Bestern 
and London, Chatham, and Dover Rath . 


P. Meadows WF hiteapplied, under sections 6 and 15 of the 
Act of last session on behalfof the Towa Counci! and Cor- 
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poration of Dover for a writ of summons against the South 
Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Compa- 
nies to show cause why an injunction should not be granted 
against them to compel them to cease giving undue advan- 
tage and facilities for passenger and other traffic to Rams- 
gate, Margate, Deal, and other towns, to the prejudice of 
Dover. The application, he said, divided itself into three 
paris. The first complaint was that the fares to Dover 
were unduly high, having regard to the fares that were 
proved to be sufficient for Ramsgate and Margate. Thus 
in many instances express fares were charged to Dover 
when they were not charged to Margate and Ramsgate. 
There were also two or three fast trains, which were really 
express trains, every day to Ramsgate and Margate, while 
there were none to Dover except at the regular first class 
express fares. Secondly, he complained that the third class 
trains to Dover were limited in number, and that they were 
run at inconvenient hours. In point of fact, there was no 
cheap fast train accommodation at all to Dover, and Dover 
was prejudiced by the superior accommodation afforded to 
Ramsgate and Margate. Toprove this, the learned counsel 
referred to the 445 p.m. train from Charing-cross, by 
which passengers to Dover were obliged to travel either 
first or second class, and to pay express fares, while pas- 
sengers for other stations could travel third class. Thirdly, 
he complained that meat, poultry, and other articles were 
conveyed to Dover at higher charges than to other 
places. 

The Commissioners directed that a joint writ of summons 
should issue. 


Goddard +. The London and South Western Railway 
Company. 

Mr. Goddard, a carrier between London and Salisbury, 
applied for a writ of summons against the London and 
South Western Railway Company, to show cause why an 
injunction should not be granted against them to compel 
them to refrain from granting undne preference to their 
own agents, Messrs. Chaplin and Horne, in the collection 
and delivery of goods at Salisbury. The Commissioners 
granted the writ. 





THE LAND TITLES AND TRANSFER BILL, 1873. 


Paper read by Mr. G. J. Jonxson. of Birmingham, at the 
Meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Associa- 
tion, at Birmingham. 

In the discussions at the Committee of our local Law 
Society on Lord Selborne’s Bill of last session, it became 
evident that many of our members had not any decided 
opinion 2s to the principles on which that measure was 
founded. It seems to me to be a project of grave impor- 
tance, both to the community and to the profession, and 
one about which we ought to have an opinion; and for 
this reason, and because this or some other bill dealing 
with the same question is likely to be again bronght for- 
werd next session, I propose shortly to comment on the 
principal features of the scheme, avoiding all questions of 
mere detail, as more suited for a report such as the very 
admirable one prepared by the Incorporated Law Society 
of Liverpool. 

in considering fis or any/pther question of legal ref: 
the first thing to be done is to anevtaia aeeumaely fons 
ate the evils which it is supposed that the alteration will 
remove; and these range themselves under the two chief 
beads of (1) title and (Z) transfer. 

(L) As to tithe, it is asserted, and may be admitted to 
be the fact, that by the ordinary operations of conveyanc- 
ing, . gras rd land cannot a rsa | certain 

; can only attain tony ogres ba- 
bility that the ddubedese gut o's good one by odlag 
a7 pope digo wizty years. 

It is s80 , and with trath, that this investigna- 
tion, however carefully conducted, bas to be renewed on 
orery dealing with the property; and that on account of 
tee omervas and expensive character of such investigation, 

ears i+ constantly shortened, 

Court of Chancery itself, 

coms ate saved, the pro- 

the tithe are diminished, 


varied kinds A interesta which may now be created in / 





land, and which attach themselves to the legal ownership, 
render necessary thé joinder of parties, and the use of com. 
plicated forms, which would be unnecessary if there were 
always some one or two registered proprietors in a posi- 
tion to sell or deal with the land, irrespective of the 
various modifications of beneficial ownership. 

To explain the causes of this state of things is foreign 
to the purpose of this paper, and would require a 
volume to do it properly. Suffice it to say that it is nof, 
as is generally supposed, the fault of tho law. 
yers. It is the result of a succession of contrivances, 
extending through centuries, to evade the restrictions of 
feudalism, and to enable Englishmen to gratify one of 
their strongest instincts—viz., to deal with their land ag 
they please, and without anybody but the persons concerned 
knowing anything about it. As for a long time this had to 
be done indirectly, and by means ofall sorts of subtle con. 
trivances, it is not to be wondered at, although it may be 
regretted, that our law of real property is as complicated 
asitis ; but whatever be the cause of this complication, it 
appears to me clear that the complexity is an evil, and, if it 
be possible to simplify it, it ought to be simplified ; and ifit 


be not possible, it must be because the lawyers of the — 


present generation are not as astute as their predecessors, 
who invented the contrivances of fines and recoveries, the 
doctrines of uses, lease and release, and other means of 
escape from a system which had become unsuitable to the 
growing wants of the community in which they lived. 

At the outset we are met with the initial difficulty of all 
alterations in any established system, especially one which 
has been slowly built up during six centuries, and that is, 
how are we to effect the transition irom the old system to 
the new? The popular notion is that you have only to 
a short statute to the effect that ‘‘ from and after the come 
mencement of this Act all lands and interests in land shall 
be transferable in like manner as stock in the books of the 
Governor and Company of the Bank of England,’ and the 
thing is done. All lawyers know that at present this is im- 
possible, for these, among other, reasons:— 

1. In the case of stock, only one kind of interest is 
vecognised—namely, the absolute ownership ; whereas for 
centuries past all kinds of interests—interests in possession, 
reversion, remainder and expectancy; to say nothing of 
other partial interests such as mortgages and leases—have 
been freely created out of, and are clothed with, the 
ownership ; and in addition to these there is the still greater 
mass of beneficial and equitable interests. 

2. The stockholder cannot encroach upon the boundaries 
of any other stockholder, or be encroached upon by him; 
nor is he entitled to, nor can he be made subject to, any 
of the rights over other people’s property which lawyers 
call easements. In the case of land, the determination of 
my boundaries and rights is in reality the determination of 
the boundaries and rights of every adjoining owner. 

3. In the case of stock there is the starting pdint of re- 

istered absolute ownership, which is the desideratum in 
nded property. 

Now, unless we are pogenes to register every tenant in 
possession of land as the absolute owner thereof, which is 
seen to be absurd as soon as stated, this starting point can 
only be got in one of two ways:— 

1. By investigating the title ofthe present owner ; and if 
such title be found to be good, placing him on the register, 
and certifying his ownership. 

2. By putting any person on the register who shows an 
apparently good title, leaving it to the operation of the 
statutes of limitation to perfect such title. 

The first of these modes has the merit of securing a clear 
startin, int, and was the foundation of Lord West 5 
Act of 1862, and of Lord Cranworth’s Declaration of Title 
Ast of the same session. It has been tried, and has failed; 
in the sense that only a pee en we small number of ap- 
plications to place lands on the register have been made, a 
the number of such applications is decreasing. The reasons 
for this failure are clearly shown, in the report of the Koyal 
Commission of 1869, to be, not the opposition of our 
of the profession, but the danger, delay and cost of having 
in all cases toyprove a sixty years’ marketable title, and to 
settle the boundaries as against adjeiniog owners. To put 
the matter plainly, the landowners of England think the 
sAvantages of rghiration too dear at the price required to 
obtain it. The Land Transfer Hill of lant session, 
proposes to adopt the second mode—to make registration 
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easier, at the sacrifice of some of the advantages of the Acts | other words the dealing with the legal title, we shall have 
of 1862. The settlement of boundaries is, in all cases, to be | in all cases— 
ional with the applicant (section 35), and he hasachoice! 1. To examine the land certificate as the proper evidence 








three modes of registration: — | of title, and to search the register for restrictions under 
._ 1. With absolute certified title; if after investigation a | section 104, for caveats under section 103, and for inhibitory 
twenty years’ good holding title is shown ; orders under section 113, in lieu of perusing and examining 
' 2. With limited certified title—i.c., limited to a date | an abstract. 
selected by the applicant ; | 2. To prepare and register the transfer, the form of which 


3. Simple registration, in which the date of registration is | remains to be prescribed. 
the starting point. 3. Whenever the boundaries are not certifi we shall 
It is ob , that in the two latter cases the attainment have in addition to verify the boundaries. - 
of the chief benefit of registration—viz., indefeasibility of | 4. Whenever the title is not certified as absolute, we shall 
title, superseding any further investigation, is postponed also have to investigate the title previous to registration, up 
until, by the operation of the statates of limitation the | to such a perind ss will be satisfactory. 
document placed on the register as the root of the title is; Mortgages by the registered owner (in the bill called 
secared from impeachment. Until that time arrives, the | “charges”) are the subject of a separate set of provisions 
previous title must be shown and investigated as at present. | which appear to require some very considerable modifiea- 
So, also, unless the boundaries are settled as against | tion, The form of mortgage is to be prescribed by 
joining owners, such boundaries must be verified by | general rules, and the mortgage itself will have to be 
evidence independent of the register. In these points the | registered, delivered to the registrar, and kept by him, and 
scheme is inferior to Lord Westbury’s, but as it is quite | he will, if required, give the mortgagee a certificate of 
clear that the landowners of England will not have the | ownership of the charges. The 74th section contams a 
greater benefits of Lord Westbury’s scheme on the onerous | most singular provision that the charge is to imply  cove- 
conditions on which alone it is possible, there is no way! nant on the part of the registered owner or the tra berm 
to get a starting point other than that proposed by the Bill | to pay principal and interest. The effect of this is to con- 
of last session—viz., beginning with the best provisional | yert what has hitherto been 2 personal covenant inte a 
one which can be conveniently got, and trusting to time to | covenant running with the land: and. considering that im 
care all its original imperfections. To accelerate the | a] estates in settlement the successive registered owners 
ripening of registered titles not certified as absolute at the | will be trustees only, there is great force in the recommes- 
time of registration, Lord Selborne proposes, by the Real ' dation of the Liverpool Society that the provision should 
Property Limitation Bill. to shorten by one half the | be exactly reversed, and that a charge should sot imply 
a statutory periods of limitation. nay any covenant whaterer on the part of the regissered owner. 
ichever plan of registration be adopted, it is to be | 1: win then be competent for the mortgagee to take 
noted us the key of the system that the only proper separate personal covenant, either from the registered 
evidence and muniment of title will be the possession ofthe | (yee or anybody else who is willing to enter into it, and 
land certificate (section 65), which will be a transcript of the ; .,- a eas 
‘ es | which covenant the mortgagee can keep in bis own posses 
record of title om the register. Im order to render | .- , 
unnecessary all investigations into the past title, it is | an fe be cued apes when money. 
intended that there shall never be more than one, and that | , 12. the case of transfers by seregisiered owners—ic. of 
the last, land certificate in existence. On every transfer i : : : ysis : ro: 
the then existing certificate will have to be given up; and | _1 To investigate the registered title, and its restrictions 
& new one granted to the transferee, if he acquires the whole and cavesis; aoe : aa 
of the land —oe in such existing certificate; or, if, 2 To imvestigate the equitable or unregistered tithe just 
not, a new certificate will be given to the transferor for the | 84 we do now; ‘ = 
land which he retains, and another to the transferee for 3. To prepare the tramsfer or security. as to whieh all 
the land he acquires. Thus all investigation of the title | the present practice will be anplicabie, i beimg prowided 
anterior te the certificate will be unnecessary, if mot | thas amy suck disposition shall operate only om the equi- 
impossible ; and when it is once ascertained who is the | table interest; pou isa: a 
Tegistered owner, then (subject to the restrictions to be 4 Toproceet the equitable title tims seqaired Sy oroper 
Presently mentioned) he will be in the same position a3 g TeStrictioms or caresis om the regisner- 
Be eget ees ne. nab te ng, Coen nae | ‘Thus it will be seem that whether soy transaction with 
interest discharged uities trusts whst- respect to s registered estate coucerzs the legal or the 
ever. in gelet of Sieh @tencham oom tie is in a better | equitable interest, im order to awertain the mute cf Ge 
position than a transferee of stock, iassmuch as he will mot title recourse must necessarily be Aad to the register, amd, 
be affected even by express notice given to him of smy | therefore, facility of access to the register is af the first 


trusts not appearing on the register. : ihe essenmal be seowadiet 
The modes in which equiteble or beneficial interests are | fais codes te make the poormies'an es tala emk 
te be protected against the improper exercise by the regis- | easily and to prevent the certaim incemvesiemeen amd 
tered owner of the absolute power of disposition 2 possible fraads, witch will be ihe remln ¢ Sifiruines are 


him, are chiefly two -— interposed = iways cousmlinge Tegsner_ 
1, Restrictions on the power ef dispesition te be stated on qetedingaterentadeabomunt omnes 
the register ; which can oaly be dome with the comcurremes | of Gistriet registries all ower the country, sad sism, ax I 
af the registered owner, and which doubtless will generally sadenit. a altersqee in the 2recesed 2reemun om tae eni- 
take the form of making the consent of some cmt er more | io which is contained im seetim 137 of the bill, wick 
ef the beneficial owners necessary to any dealing with the promukits imspecoes of ihe regcer Emcegt J Cerckn Claes 
Property. o¢ persoms— ra, 

& Inhibitory orders by the Court of Chancery, the time ' Ban gee : 
seecppertentty ve clteia witch exe tnumed ty enteting & Dar enandnchehtg-aaitanatnna rae 
ef the Caurt ef Chancery; ‘ 
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several joint registered proprietors co’ nding to the 
feoffees in trust and shrouding the beneficial interests under 
the cover of ‘‘restrictions” and ‘‘caveats.” But 
whether this or any other means will be found to avoid the 
terrors of the publicity of an open register, it seems ‘to me 
that it is impossible to transact business rapidly ‘and ‘safely 
without an open register, and that the framers of this or any 
similar measure must decide whether they will sacrifice 
publicity to facility, or facility to publicity. 

Take as an instance the case of a person requiring an 
immediate loan, say from his bankers, on an equitable 
interest in land. As we have seen, the searching of the 
register is the first step in the process of investigation, but 
the registered proprietor, who alone can authorise that search, 
may not be accessible, and, as the bill stands, there is no 
provision enabling the beneficial owner to authorise a repre- 
sentative to search. There will in such cases, unless this 
provision of the Act is modified, be as much difficulty in 
getting an advance on equitable interests in Jand, as there 
is now on equitable interests in funds in the hands of 
trustees. For every purpose of facility and cheapness of 
transfer it appears to me an open register is essential, and 
there is a better way of landowners securing themselves 
against impertinent curiosity than by peddling restrictions 
on search. For many years past there has been an open 
register of wills without any evil results. 

The practical etiect of the provisions as to transfer may be 
summed up thus:—As to registered dispositions by registered 
owners (i.¢., absolute sales, mortgages, or, as the Act calls 
them ‘charges,”) certainty of title will be ultimately 
secured, and if reasonable facilities are given for searching 
the register, facility of transfer will be promoted. As to all 
other dispositions—i.c., all unregistered dispositions by legal 
owners and all dispositions by equitable owners, the measure 
will not affect the present modes of alienation, but will 
simply add the cost of investigating the registered title to 
the present. 

Of the two parts of the bill, therefore, the provisions as 
to title seem to be clear and certain in their operation ; 
but the provisions as to transfers appear to be incomplete in 
theory and uncertain in practice, and to require some years’ 
experience before it can be ascertained whether they are 
workable or not. 

In order to place before the meeting certain definite 
points fur discussion, 1 submit the following as tentative and 
not dogmatic propositions : 

1, That so much of the bill as concerns the registration 
of title is good, and should be supported by the profession 
as solving the difficulty of ultimately clearing all titles 
placed on the register without the cost of a previcus judicial 
investigation, and avoiding the other difficulties which have 
pwd found so inimical to the general adoption of the Acts of 

2. That the provisions as to transfer require, in order to 
the rapid and safe transaction of business, an open register. 

8. That the proposed machinery of caveats is susceptible 
of improvement. These caveats will be the means whereby 
all equitable interests in land will be protected, and as the 
system of registration of title gets to work an increasing 
number of estates will be placed on the register in the 
names of trustees. 

As at present framed, the only effect of'a caveat is to 
énstre to the person lodging the caveat (in the bill called 
“the cautioner ”) twenty-one days" notice of any dealing 
with the land, and when the cautioner gets notice of any 
such intended dealing he will have to file’a bill in Chan- 
cery to enforce the recognition of his interest, aud if he 
desires to prevent the intended dealing he will have to 
give security to prosecute the ‘suit. It seems tome that 
delay and cost will be both prevented by permitting the 
validity of all caveats in the first instance to be decided by 
the registrar, subject, of course, to'an ‘appeal. Consider. 
ing that all dealings in land must still be évidenved ‘by 
some written document, the majority of questions which 
will arise on caveats will be of a nature to be summarily 
éecided by the production of the documents out of which 
they arise, and can be more easily and satisfactorily dis- 
posed of in the registrar’s chambers than fn any other 
mode. In point of fact the registrar ‘should have ‘entire 
jadicial authority as a court of first instance, to decide 


upon all questions as to entries upon the register of 
and notices, subject of course to an appeal, and vookisy 











———— 
should not be required to be given except in case Of an 
appeal from his decision. 

4, The provisions as to mortgages—or, as they are in 
fature to be called, ‘‘ charges””—appear to nead very care. 
fal revision. It would seem, from section 73, that the 
mortgage will not in future carry the legal estate to the 
mortgagee, but will only give him a lieu, and, if so ex. 
pressed, a power of sale, which, when exercised, will en. 
title the purchaser to be placed on the register as pro. 
prietor. That is simple and straightforward enough. but 
in order to obtain:the repayment of his money, a mort. 
gagee often requires to eject tenants, and to exercise 
other rights, which rights the law at present aunexes to 
the legal estate and to nothing else. Again, although it 
is stated that a mortgagee is to have the right of fore. 
closure, it does not appear how he is to obtain the legal 
estate in that event. 

These and many other points sure to occur in the course 
of practice, in which the non-possession of the legal estate 
will place the mortgagee of a registered estate at a disad- 
vantage, show the necessity that these provisions should 
be carefuliy considered. In fact the whole of the 
provisions as to mortgages are thoroughly impracticable, 
e.g., section 98 making it necessary for the trausferee ofa 
mortgage to apply to the Court after notice to the mort- 
gagor in order to get himself placed on the register instead 
of the transferor. On the production of the transfer, the 
registrar ought tc be bound to place the transferee on the 
register without notice to the mortgagor, or otherwise the 
mortgagee will be in a much worse position than at pre- 
sent. 

5. As before observed, the establishment of district 
registries appears absolutely essential to the proper work. 
ing of the scheme, and I submit that the basis of the 
index of registration should be the parcels identified by a 
map, and not the names of the parties, as the best mode 
of ensuring facility and accuracy of search. On this poiat 
I woald direct attention to the very clear pamphlet of Mr, 
George Whitcombe, of Gloucester. 

6. The provisions in the bill as to solicitors are some of 
them satisfactory, and some very much the reverse. See- 
tion 164, enabling the Board of Registry to make rules for 
our remuneration, based on the principle of a percentage 
sum, or an ad valorem scale, is a step in the right direction. 
The expressions “or other agents” which occurs in sét- 
tions 12, 86, 46, 169, and 154, should be either omitted 
altogether or defined to mean agents of solicitors 
only. The confidence now necessarily reposed in 
solicitors in transactions in real property will be quite 
as necessary under the new procedare as it is now. andit 
is not too much to require that no person shall be pér- 
mitted to engage in these transactions as ageuat for auy 
other person except he be thoroughly competent and be 
under the control which solicitors now are. 

Lastly.—I contend that even with the most perfect 
system that cau be devised, 2 priori much alteration will 
be found to be necessary in its practical working, and 
that until a satisfactory system has been established and 
verified by experience, it is highly inexpedient to make re- 
gistration compulsory after two years, as it is proposed todo 
by section18. I venture on this head to repeat, in substance, 
what [stated in a paper read on this subject at the last meet- 
ing at Bristol—that the history both of attempted and actual 
legislation on this matter is a warning against making 
provisions compulsory until they have been fairly tried and 
found to be workable. From the year 1830 to the year 
1853 the proper remedy for the admitted evils of real pro- 
perty law was supposed to be registry of deeds. It was 
recommended by the Real Property Commissioners in 1830 
and embodied in numerous bills introduced from that time 
until the year 1850, and in the latter peer the Kegistration 
and Conveyancing Commission formally reported that this 
salutary improvement was continually frastrated by the 
persistent opposition of attorneys and solicitors. 1a 
the year 1853 another attempt was made to establish 
‘a register of deeds, and the select committee to whom the 
bill was referred investigated the whole question, and'te- 
ported that we had all along been right, and the public aod 
the theorists were wrong, ard that stration of deeds 
‘would do more harm than . From that time registte- 
tion of deeds (which for a caster Ge wundiviry td been the 
favourite panacea for ‘all the evits of property law) 
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was discarded in favour of a scheme of registration of title.” 


This latter scheme was embodied in the legislation of !1862, 
which in its turn has failed in its original shape, and it is 
about to be improved by Lord Selborne’s bill. 

The provisiors in this measure now before us are new 
and untried, and, great ‘as is their apparent superiority to 
the provisions of 1862, we can never be sure that any 
measure is goud. until it has been decided by experience, 
and, having regard to the fact that all dealings with real 
property (unlike making fresh rales of practice in the 
courts) are permanent in their character, I maintain it is 
most unadvisable to make this measure compulsory unless 
and until it has been fairly tried, and that, therefore, section 
18 ought to be struck ont of the bill. 








WORKING OF THE LAND TRANSFER ACT IN NEW 
ZEALAND. 


We have been favoured with the following report on the 
working of the Land Transfer Act in New Zealand :— 


Report of the Registrar-General of Land for the year 
ended 30th June, 1873. Presented to both Houses of 
the General Assembly by command of His Excellency. 

No. 1. 
Mr. Will'ams to the Hon. J. Bathgate. 
Office Register-General of Land, Christchurch, 
30th July, 1873. g 

Sir,—I have the honour to lay before you the results o 
the working of the Land Transfer Act fur the year ending 
the 30th June, 1873. 

The reveuue for the year, as estimated by my predecessor, 
was £8,500 ; the actual receipts have been £7,125. 

The amount voted for the year’s expenditure was 
£9,829 15s. Owing to various reductions that have been 
found practicable, a saving of about £900 has been effected. 

The revenue for the year ending the 30th June, 1872, was 
£4,539 17s. 1ld., and the expenditure £8,025 19s. 1d. It 
will be seen, therefore, that while the revenue of the 
Department has increased during the past year by about 
65 per vent., the expenditure has exceeded its former limits 
by a comparatively small amount. 

Taking the whele of the past year, the expenditure has 
been in excess of the receipts, but for the last three months 
the Department has been paying its expenses and yielding 
4 profit. 

If it be borne in mind that no less than ten separate 
offices have to be maintained, the fact that the system has 
become self-supporting in little more than two years after 
its first establishment cannot be considered as otherwise 
than satisfactory. 


T estimate the revenue for the ensuing year at £9,000; 


the expenditure at £8,090. 

Experience in the working of the Act has shown that 
reductions were capable of being made in various direetions 
without impairing the efficiency of the Department. 

The inaceuracy of the surveys in many parts of the colony 
is aserious hiudrance to the Land Trausfer system. The 
Report of the Conference of Chief Surveyors lately held in 
Wellington fully justifies the urgent representations that 
were from time to time made to the Government on this 
subject by my predecessor, Mr. Moorhouse. 

Thus far the working of the Land Transfer Act has 
shown that its main principles are sound, and the adoption 
of these principles, including the very important one of the 
non-registration of Trusts, by the framers of the Land, 
Transfer Bill now before the English Parliament, is an 
additional testimony in their favour. 

In several minor points the Act is capable of amendment, 
and some of the clauses might be expressed more clearly 
than at present. It seems advisable, however, to await the 
teaching of a more matured experience before submitting a 
Bill to the Legislature, and to be content to suffer in the 
meantime some slight doubt and inconvenience rather than 


to encumber the Statute Book with imperfect Amendment 


Acts. 

The Land Transfer Act isa step, and a very important 
one, towards the assimilation of the law of property to 
that of personal—the to which all true reforms of the law 
of real property tend -It is, nevertheless, but a step—a 
“sw of a new system patched on to the old; and unless a 

her advance is made, its'want of coherence with the old 


law must ultimately lead to doubts and litigation. 





What should follow would seem to be an enactment that 
real estate, on the death of its proprietor, should devoive 
on his executors or administrators, and be distributed as 
personal estate. This could be effected by a very short 
Act, and the fundamental distinction between the two 
classes of property would be at once destroyed. If this 
were done, an enormous mass of learning would be got 
rid of, and it would not be chimerical to hope that the 
whole law of landed property might ultimately be arranged 
in logical order and expressed in terse and plain language, 
so that any intelligent person might find in a single 
volame the knowledge for which lawyers ransack whole 
libraries. 

I trust that the above remarks will not he considered 
out of place; but I am so thoroughly impressed with the 
conviction that further reforms are necessary to give fall 
effect to existing legis‘ation, that I cannot refrain from 
expressing my opinion. P 

I have nothing further to add, but to tender my sincere 
thanks to those gentlemen who have assisted me in the 
task of administering the Department ; a task which, so 
far as 1am concerned, has been rendered comparatively 
light, by the complete manner in which the Department 
was originally organised by my predecessor. 

T append returns—(a) of the business transacted under 
the Act during the past year; (b) of the fees received 
during the same period; and (c) of the amount secured 
by mortgage under the Land Transfer Act on 30th of June 
last. : 


Deeds Registry. 

The estimated revenue for this departinent for the past 
year was £13,500; the actual receipts were £13,434. 

The amount voted for the year’s expenditure was 
£9,186 10s. ; the amount expended about £8,700. 

For the ensuing year I anticipate a falling off in the re- 
ceipts, mainly from the fact that the number of Crown 
grants registered will be further diminished owing to the 
grants of land bought from the Crown since the beginning 
of 1871 being under the Land Transfer Act. 

Apart from this, the general revenue of the Deeds 
Registry keeps up steadily. The greatly increased number 
of transactions consequent on the prosperity of the colony 
tends to replace the business that has been diverted by the 
Land Transfer Act. 

I estimate the revenue for the ensuing year at £12,500 ; 
the expenditure at £8,360.—I have, &ec., 

JosHua STRANGE WILLIAMS, 
Registrar-General of Land. 





APPOINTMENT. 

Mr. R. E. Wesster has been appointed Tubman of the 
Court of Exchequer in succession to the Hon. A. H. Thesiger. 
The learned gentleman was called to the bar at Lincoln’s 
Inn in Easter Term, 1868. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held 
at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society in Chancery- 
lane on Thursday, the 6th inst, the following being present, 
viz. :—Mr. Steward (Chairman), Mr. Bennett, Mr. Burges, 
Mr. Carpenter, Mr. Collisson, Mr. Drew, Mr. Hedger, Mr. 
Park Nelson, Mr. Nisbet, Mr. Sawtell, Mr. Smith, Mr. 
Williamson, and Mr. Boodle (Secretary), when a grant of 
£50 was made to the daughter of a deceased member, two 
‘grants of £10 each were made to the widows of non- 
members, three new members were elected, and other 
ordinary business was transacted. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the usual weekly meeting of the society held at.the 
Law Institution on Tuesday evening last, which was well 
attended, the following question was discussed: “ On the 
winding up of an insurance company is the holder of a 
current policy entitled to prove for such asam as would 

‘have been required at the date of the winding up by a 
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similarly constituted but solvent office for a policy of the AME e 
like amount, conditions, and premium?” After a good MR. FITZJ. po path Sm ag POPULAR e 
debate th ti i i ive. : sas j 
Spe Oe LAER ee Sen ee ee Mr. Fitzjames Stephen, Q.C., delivered the first of two. 
lectures to the Edinburgh Philosophical Society on Tuesday — 
BRISTOL ARTICLED CLERKS’ DEBATING night on “ Popular Government.” The learned gentleman 
SOCIETY. laid down three propositions on which to speak—1, that 
A meeting of this society was held at the Law Library, on parliamentary government has been established in this 
Tuesday evening, the 4th inst., at seven o’clock, G. F. country, and that it is impossible to suppose that it will be 
Prideaux, Es3., solicitor, occupying the chair. It was the | StoUusiy ee rin period with which we are 
first open night of the session, and a large number of mem- connected ; 2, that parliamentary government is in some 
bers and several strangers were present. Mr. Doggett respects defective; and, 3, that these defects admit of 
opened in the affirmative, “ That the character and general alleviation, but that they cannot be removed by any single 
policy of Cromwell have been unreasonably assailed.” Mr. legislative step. Mr. Stephen said the constitution of this 


<imber oppose . rae : age’ : country js more popular than that of any other country in 
my ery Sai Se ee ee ae world. It is more democratic than it would have been 


if it had been originally constituted upon a democratic basis, 
= In no agen phe world a — opinion we} so im.’ 
i riously upon the course of affairs. It acts to nothing like 
LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. the same extent in the United States of America, No 
oor government indeed is, strictly speaking, more popular than 
GENERAL EXAMINATION OF THE INNS OF COURT. | that of the eet in theory. No ge the preroga. 
. . ” tives of the Crown are almost unlimited, but practical 
ee ee eee the power of the Crown is reduced to little more thap 
- ag rsonal influence. In America the President possesses 
heid at — s-inn Hall, on the 30th and 3lst October, ta greater power than the Queen does in Great. Britaia 
and Ist 3 ovember, 1873. : . Our Government is full of constitutional fictions, and it is 
The Council of Legal Education have awarded to Sidnoy | singular that few Englishmen have observed the effect 
Woolf, Esq., of the Middle Temple, an exhibition of | which our love for these fictions has produced in the 
twenty-five guineas per annum, to continue for a period of | }ouse of Commons, one of the most absolute, unrestricted, 
three years ; to Christopher Cavanagh, George St. Leger | thorough-going authorities to be found on the face of the 
Daniels, John William Edwards, Jesse Herbert, Robert | earth, The majority of the House of Commons is for the 
Johnson, Sydney Twentyman Jones, James Knighton, | time being absolate master of everybody’s fortune. 
William James Laidlay, John Kirkwood Leys, John Page | in this country. Though the defects of parliamentary 
Middleton, Frank Normandy, William Blake Odgers, | government are many, anyone who, on this account, 
Meering Bloomfield Seager, Henry Vansittart, Charles | speaks disrespectfally of the system ander which we 
Henry Wharton, Robert Wilson, William Henry Charles | jive manifests gross ignorance. Whatever faults our insti- 
Wilson, E-qs., of the Middle Temple, the Honourable | tations may have, they have found a solution of the pro- 
William Ashburnham, Thomas Barclay, William Houston | blems which have been raised in most other countries in 
Boswall, William Oldham Dawson, William Evans, Europe. Through them we have reached the state of 
Reginald Gray, Cecil George Kellner, John Gilbert Kotze, equilibrium in which changes are effected by thought 
William Samuel Lilly, James Patten, James Biggs Porter, | instead of violence. Under them everybody feels deep 
William Sheepshanks, Edward Storr, James Wallace, | interest in public affairs, In consequence of them there 
Arthur Welch, Esqs., of the Inner Temple, Montagu | neither is nor ever was any nation in any part of the 
Clementi, Walter Wilson Leroux Cosser, James Sutherland | world in which so many intelligent, right-minded, and 
Cotton, Edward Morton Daniel, Madgwick George | reasonable men seriously devote themselves to public 
Davidson, William Manning Harris, William Frank Jones, | affairs; and, so long as political life continues to be the 
Alfred Nandy, Arthur Horatio Poyser, Samuel Stephens, | career of men whodo not make politics a trade or a system 
William John Tanner, Harold Thomas, John Tweedie, | of gambling, the defects of our system of government 
Sydney Edward Williams, and Arthur Yates, Esqs., of | can be borne, discussed and remedied. Should 
Lincoln’s-inn, certificates that they have satisfactorily political life become a trade the defects might 
passed a public examination. probably become insufferable. Passing to consider 
tke nature of the defects, they arise mainly from. 
HINDU AND MAHOMMEDAN LAW, AND LAWS IN | ‘he Placing of government in the hands of @ popular 
FORCE IN BRITISH INDIA. assembly. There are some things which must be done by 
: Parliament, and which cannot be done in any other way. 
Michaelmas Term, 1873. There are some things which Parliament cannot possibly 
Examination of Students of the Inns of Court, held at | do well, and which it would be wise to delegate to some 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 27th, 28th, and 29th of | other person or persons. The things which Parliament 
October, 1873. cannot do thoronghly well are things which are in them- 
The Council of Legal Education have zwarded to | selves of very great importance, and which are daily grow- 
George William Cline, Esq., of the Middle Temple, | ing in importance. One of the things which Parliament 
Thomas Von Donop Hardinge, George McWatters, Raj | should do is to exercise general control over all matters 
Kissen Sen, Esqs., of the luner Temple, Charles Dalton | of principle. Parliament, and Parliament only, can do 
Clifford Lloyd, John Tweedie, and Henry Charles Creighton | such things, or make an extension of the suffrage. 
Wood, Esqs., of Lincoln’s-inn, certificates that they have | It must decide all questions on which there is a conflict 
satisfactorily passed an examination in the subjects above of opinion, otherwise on such matters we might go 
mentioned. on arguing for ever. Without Parliament, indeed, 
the trials of force which the conflicting powers io 
: the nation must make, would have to be «decided by 
In the case of Inre Heatheote's Trusts, 21 W. R. 862, which | the breaking, instead of the counting, of heads. The thi 
came before the Lords Justices on Saturday on appeal from | which Parliament cannot do well, and which should 
Vice-Chancellor Malins, counsel for the appellants, according | delegated to another person or other persons, are many. 
to the Globe, asked their lordships to allow the case, as being | Parliament is sentially unfit for elaborating the details of 
one of considerable importance, to be argued before the “full lation, or for constructing any elaborate scheme of 
Court of Appeal.” Lord Justice James informed the learned ee. or for exercising minute control over the 
come thet he sont as then constituted, a pe i. at ministration bn affairs. One of the causes of Polen 
e arguments were thereupon proceeded with, r - | unfitness for doing the things mentioned is uabbling. 
ships overruled the decision of the Vice-Chancellor, Lord | Everything henson, Pe sheet te party pwr 4 et party 
Justice James, in the course of the argument, inquiring if | de oes tearing along like a firey engine, with ministers 
it was usual for a Vice-Chancellor to overrule canons of | on the crying, “Clear out of the way,” the whole crew 
construction laid down twenty years ago, and received with - | of the people running at their heels, to the utter confusion 
out question ever since. of everybody and the utter stoppage of legislation. Some 
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of the results from this helter-skelter way of doing things 


ge very pitiful. ‘The law, for instance, is in a mess. 
The British statute roll bears upon every subject under 
the sun except, perhaps, astrunomy, so that th® notion of 
jnowing law even by lawyers and judges is a pure de- 
In the present condition of Parliamen' Govern- 
ment to reform this statute roll is hardly possible. Every 
member of Parliament can strike in with a new Act on any 
gabject whatever, at any time he likes. The thing is like 
a coil of tangled threads, at which our legislators are all 
ing together, regardless of each other—kicking each 
dther’s shins ad twisting each other's fingers. If there 
were systematic legislation the law would be intelligible. 
Butthere can be no systematic legislation where measures 
sre hungled as they are in Parliament. Every Act passed 
deals with questions which ought to be carefully sifted, 
Does anyone suppose that the sifting could be done b 
the speeches and votes of the House of Commons? If 
Parliament is unsuited to deal with the details of 
legislation, it is equally unsuited properly to control 
executive affairs, or these the Cabinet is practically 
sponsible. But the Cabinet is a body of gentlemen 
altogether contrary to the law. It is merely a 
little company of persons which is altogether unknown 
tothe law. itis merely a little company of persons who 
meet privately to discuss affairs. It is in no sense a 
poverning body. Most of its time is of necessity given to 
questions which are before Parliament. Some of the most 
important matters engaging the attention of the departments 


hardly come before Parliament at all. The Cabinet therefore: 


is extremely unfitted for rigorous control over the general 
administration of the nation’s affairs, As a matter of fact 
itoften fuils to exercise over these affairs the rigorous con- 
trol needed, and as no one knows who should do so-and-so, 
a@who is responsible for the doing of it, or the reverse, 
there are miscarriages of public business. Heads of 
departments can hardly be good heads of departments 
md good members of Parliament as well, but they can 
oly reach their posts through Parliament, and they receive 
their appointments, not because of their fitness, but because 
of parliamentary considerations. Were appointments in the 
commercial world made on a like principle, the commercial 
world must soon becomea chaos. Putin a sentence, adminis- 


tration by popular government is weak, because special au- 
thority and special knowledge are not combined. ‘The people 
who have the anthority have not the knowledge, and the 
people who have the knowledge have not the authority. 
This is the price we pay for parliamentary govern ment. 





LAW WRITING AND LAW PUBLISHING. 


Mr. Dorman B. Eaton, in his argument in favour of an 
appointive judiciary, mentions, as one of the effects of our 
present judicial system, the deterioration of our legal litera- 
ture. That there has been a falling off in the average 
tharacter and ability of the law treatises during the last 
few years is generally conceded, but that this is due to an 
dective judiciary is at least doubtful. Other causes have 
ben potent in producing this result, not the least of which 
has been the zeal of young men, fresh from the school or 
the instructor's office, to discharge that debt to the profes- 
tion of which Lord Bacon spoke, and to relieve from which 
the said Bacon would, nodoubt, have devised a general 
tankrupt law had he imagined the construction that would 
te put upon his remarks in latter days. If the published 

8 are not enough, the letter files ofevery law publisher 
Woull indicate the remarkable universality of the desire on 
the part of legal fledglings to benefit their profession b 
Writing books, The neophyte is, of course, impressed wi 
the idea that great things are expected from him by the 
World, and that he can do great things for the world, and 
® falls to writing a book. Most of us can plead guilty 
fe having entertained—and some of us to having acted upon 
such ideas, and most of ue have probably served a sufficient 
‘pprenticeship to Life to learn that the world never expects 

thing from unknown people, whatever it may be 
enough to tell them. It probably remembers the 

proverb: ‘‘Blessed is he who expects nothing ; he 
not be disappointed when he finds it.” 

; poner the most serious drawback to legal author- 
‘ip of a high character is the lack of any adequate or 
‘ mate remuneration, is more certain than 

@ fact that it does not pay, in dollars and cents, to write 





a good law book—or rather a legal treatise of the better 
class. In the realms of sentiment Genius is never mercenary, 
but in this money-getting age and nation, the honorarium, 
is seldom forgotten or ignored. We speak of the rule 
not unmindful of the fact that sometimes able men and 
lawyers, even in our day, write able books without regard 
to financial results. 

Many of the so-called treatises of the present day are 
profitable, evento the author—those treatises made up of 
head-notes and excerpts. The time, labour and ability 
required for their compilation are comparatively slight, so 
that a comparatively slight remuneration pays. But the 
preparation of a thoroughly good book requires much time 
and labourand ability. It was only the other day that a 
treatise was published upon which the author had been 
engaged during the intervals between his other labours, for 
nearly nine years. It was an able work upon an important 
topic of the law, and has sold rapidly ; but the author, 
unless he be more lucky than most other authors, will not 
receive a tithe of what would be a moderate recom pense. 

Lawyers, as a class, have the reputation of being book- 
buyers, and in view of the fact that there are between forty 
and fifty thousand lawyers in the United States, it may 
seem anomalous that good law-writers are not well rewarded, 
But the face is that lawyers, as a class, are not book-buyers. 
Perhaps ten thouands of the whole number in this country 
buy books, more or less, but the number of those that are 
really book-buyers will not exceed five thousand. There 
are a few books that every lawyer, who makes any pretensions, 
must have; outside of these the great body of the profession 
seldom venture. In this country a law treatisethat reaches 
a sale of one thousand copies in thres or four years is 
considered by the publisher a success. Some treatises, of 
course, go beyond this, but more fall short of it. 

The alternative which usually presents itself to the author 
of a new legal work to get it published, is either to sell his 
copyright to an established law book publisher or take the 
risk himself. Sometimes a royalty per volume- is tendered, 
and sometimes the publishers adopt a middie course of 
dividing the net balance of profits after deducting expenses. 

Now, there are few law books, especially by new authors, 
for the copyright of which the publishers will offer a 
thousand dollars. Indeed that sum would probably be 
regarded as large for almost any new work, and would be 
large, unless it was clear that the work would have a sale 
above the average. The profits which fall to the author 
who accepts the terms of half the net proceeds are not so 
large as one might at first imagine. Suppose the work to be 
of moderate size, and a thousand volumes to constitute the 
first edition. Those volumes will cost at least 2,500 dollars. 
Suppose the catalogue price to be six dollars per volume, and 
allthe volumesto be sold. Weall know that the author would 
not get the moiety of the difference between 2,500 and 
6,000. We are all aware that the prices given in our 
catalogues are fictions. Six dollars never means six dollars, 
except to the dealers in exchange. Six dollars means five 
dollars, more or less—generally less—and five dollars means 
four or four and a-half. So that at best the thousand 
volumes would not bring over 5,000 dollars. But by usage of 
the book trade the volumes sold to other dealers would be 
subject to a discount of from thirty to forty per cent., and 
in the end if the author's moiety reaches one thousand 
dollars he will be fortunate. There are disco ents in 
the way of an author’s becoming his own publisher that 
will deter anyone who understands them. A number of 
years ago a special committee of the English Law Amend- 
ment Society made a report upon the subject of law 
publishing, in which was recommended an association of 
authors and law writers for the purpose of tive 
publication, but however plausible the scheme, it was never 
acted upon. 

Our law book publishers are a very excellent class of men, 
but we fear their business methods are not calculated to 
devolope and foster a high order of legal literature. They 
publish law books for money, and, so that they get the 
books cheap and turn their money speedily, it matters not 
to them whether the books be good or wertbines. They will 
not venture their money in the publication of works that 
cost them heavily unless they can tell to a certainty—which 
they seldom can—that they will receive their reward. We 
are of course not censuring the book publishers, for their 
methods of business are quite as good as those of the rest of 
the business world. But we do say, that the present dearth 
of good works on the science and principles of jurisprudence 
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is attributable to our prevailing mode,of publishing, and, the. | 
lack of any pecuniary encouragement to.induatry.and ability. 
—Albany Law Journal. 





LEGAL ITEMS 
Vice-Chancellor Hall took his seat for the first time on 
Thuraday in his Court in Lincoln’s-inn. 


Itis stated that there are only ten-appeals in the Common 
Pleas from the decisions of the. revising barristers in. the 
late revision. 


The Globe repeats a rumour that Martin, B,, at Guildhall 
on Monday night intimated that that was the last cccasion 
upon which he should respond to the toast of “ Her Majesty’s 
Judges” at a Lord Mayor's banquet. 


The Scotsman understands that a bill will be introduced 
next session which will embody the views of the minority 
in the Select Committee on the Game. Laws, One provision 
of the Bill will be to strike hares and rabbits ont of the 
Game List. 


Mr. John Bishop, late Registrar of the Greenwich: and 
Woolwich County Courts, died on October 28th, aged 73. 
Mr. Bishop-had retired through ill-health some time before 
his death, and on finally relinquishing office, was succeeded 
by Mr. C. Pitt Taylor. 


The Pall Mall Gazette of last evening states that the 
warrant for the appointment of the Attorney-General (Sir 
J. D. Coleridge) as Chief Justice of the Court of Common 
Pleas, and also for making the learned gentleman a ser- 
jeant-at law before being sworn in as Chief Justice, were 
last (Thursday) evening forwarded by the Lord Chancellor | 
to the Queen at Balmoral for her Majesty’s approval and 
signature. 


The London correspondent of the Leeds, Mercury states 
“on the best authority,’’ that Mr. Vernon Harcourt has 
been appointed Solicitor-General in succession to Mr 
Henry James, and the London correspondent of the Man- 
chester Guardian says that news reaches him from Oxford 
that the hon. gentleman’s election committee are antici- 
pating that he will accept the post; and are already 
preparing for his re-election. 

A Mr. Prosser, the defendant in a case before the Exche- 
quer Chamber in Ireland, recently sent_a pamphlet and 
letter to each of the judges of that court in reference to his 
case. A rule having issued calling upon him to show. cause 
why he he should not be committed for contempt. of court, 
he apologised, by affidavit, on Monday last. The Lord 
Chief Justice said the apology was accepted, but hoped a. j 
similar offence would not occur again. 


The report of the Commissioners of: Patents shows that: 
the stampduties in lieuof fees last yearamountedto £135,769 
5s. 10d.. and that the fees paid last: year to the Attorney- 
General on patents amounted to £5,538 15s. Hisclerk had 
a tee of 5s. on 1,966, on provisional and-complete. specifica- 
tions, amountmg to £491 10s, In future both Attorney- 
General and Solicitor-General will be paid by. salary—one 
£7,000 and the other £6,000, with fees in certain cases. 


Thursday was ‘‘ grand day” of Michaelmas Term at the 
Middle Temple. About 200 barristers and students of the 

Inn were present, and the guests included Mr. Justice 
* Denman, Baron Polloek, the Rev. Dr. Vaughan, the Master 
of the Temple; Dr. Deane, Q.C., the Treasurer of the Inner 
Temple; Mr. Glasse, Q.C., the Treasurer of Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Mr. J. L. Tatham, the Treasurer of Gray’s-inn ; and Mr, 
Charles Shaw, Under-Treasurer of the Middle Temple. 


Mr. Thomas Knox Holmes, of the firm of Holmes, Anton, 
Greig, &. White, 18, Abingdon-street, Westminster, has 
been appointed agent for, the.respondent in. the. Taunton, 
election petition. The Times.states that, it.is expected that 
the petition will be heard in the cauly.partcof next. month, 
Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, Mr. H. Giffard; Q.C.,. and-Ma.. 
J. O. Griffits have been retained forthe. respondent... Mr. 
Harrison has been, retained as junior counsel, forthe peti- 
tioners, 

The Council of the Senate of the University-of Cambridge 
have had under consideration the bequest-of Edmund Yorke, 
M:A., of St. Catharine's College of £3;900:Consols made for 
the purpose of founding a prize for an essay.on the Law of ' 





They report. that the conditions of the bequest.are of such) 
nature that, in:the epinion of the trustees, the Masters of 
Trinit 
Carri 


and Magdalene Colleges, they cannot be lite 


fulfil the main. design of the testator. In this view. . 
Council fully concur.. They recommend that an application 
should be made to the Court of Chancery to obtain a proper 
scheme for-the. administration of this trust. : 


after-term banco sittings of the Court of Quesn’s Bench t 


would not sit at Wisi Prius on Wednesday, took occasion to 
allude to the delay in announcing the appointment of the 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas. ‘‘ We are now so very 
short-handed in this Court,” he said, “ that we have to 
judges from the others. It is extremely inconvenient that 
the vacancy in the Court of Common Pleas has not been 
filled up, for no judge can now be spared from that Court 
to assist us in this.” 


A case of long standing, says the Morning Post, has just 
been decided by. the Tribunal of the Seine. In 1867, ag 
some repairs, were going on at the Lycée Henri IV., behind 
the. Pantheon, at Paris, a workman discovered a | 

number of Roman coins in a sewer. The law awards in 
such cases one half of the value to the finder and the other 
half to the proprietor -of the ground, in this instance the 
city. The contractor in whose employ the workman was. 
stepped in, claiming his share, but he has now been non- 
suited, and the municipality have paid the finder the sum. of 
18,292 francs-for his half of the treasure, which is now depo. 
sited in the Musée Carnavalet. This establishment—founded 
by the city in the old hotel of Madame de Sévigné—has thus 
come into possession, of a ready-made collection of upwards 
of 800 gold medals, al] of the size which numismatic anti- 


ot a value one-third higher. 


Up to yesterday morning the following winter circuits 
had been. fixed—viz. Division 1.—Keating, J.: Stafford, 
Saturday, November 29; Worcester, Saturday, December 6; 
Hants (Winchester), Thursday, December 11; Somerset 
(faunton), Thursday; December 18. Division 2.—Archi- 
bald, J.: Leeds, Saturday, November 29; Chester, Wed- , 
nesday, December. 10; Glamorgan (Cardiff), Monday, 
December 15°; Gloucester, Friday, December 19, Division 
3.—Pigott. B.: Kent (Maidstone), Monday, December 1; 
Sussex (Lewes), Thursday, December 4 ; Essex (Chelmsford), 
Monday, December 8 ; Surrey (Kingston), Thursday, De- 
cember 11; Warwick, Monday, December 15. Division 5. 


! —Quain, J.,and Pollock, B.: Manchester, Saturday, No- 


vember 29; Liverpool, Wednesday, December 10. The 
only Division now remaining to be fixed is the fourth, 
(Honyman, J.) for Newcastle, Durham, and Bucks. 


In a case recently decided in the City of London Court, 
the City Press says that the plaintiffs, who are debt cellec-. 
tors, &c., sued defendant for £1 3s. 2d., subscription for. 
their ‘‘ Circular.” ‘Che defendant admitted that he had 
given only a week's notice, whereas he had agreed to give. 
a month’s, of his intention to discontinue the subscriptions, 
He said that he had never recewed information which he. 
suppored that he was to. receive for his subscription. Mr. 
Commissioner Kerr asked him, why then, did he. subscribe. 
to what he knew nothing about? The plaintiff's agent here, 
interposed to say that he believed an impression prevailed: 
that his house. did no. service for the subscription received, 
in such cases, and was going to make some explanations, 
when the. defendant said, “You had a list of debts. last, 
April, and up to the receipt of this summons we have heard; 
nothing of them.” His, Honour: ‘‘ You must pay 

subscription, and the sooner you learn not to, pay money ff: 


nothing the better. 


Before the Court: of Divoree rose on Wednesday. am 
application was made bythe Rev. James Kelly, of Liver- 


pee to bring on before the full Court a motion. which had) 


already heard and dismissed by Sig James Hannen, 
The.motion was one to commit for contempt of court: the: 
attorneys engaged’ on the side of the petitioner in > 
Kelly's divorce suit, on the charge of baving fraudule 

altered an order*ofthe Court. One afteranother of the: 





Primogeniture, te be. competed’ for- twice im every year. 


ou with advantage to the University or so. ag. | 


On Monday Blackburn, J. announced there would be ng 


term, in consequence of Quain, J., and Archibald, J., having 
to. go on the winter circuit. On the following day Black. 
burn, J., in giving notice that the Court of Queen’s Bench 


ETEERGE 


quaries call the aureus, answering to the 20-franc piece, but 


learned judges informed the rev. gentleman that they bad: 
no jeniediction to review-the finding of the Judge Ordinary- 
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a question of fact, and that if he considered himself 
ed his remedy lay, not with that Court, but with the 
lature. At Jangthe finding he made no progress. with 
pplication, Mr. Kelly asked to have-his. appeal re-heard 
fall Court, under the presidency of the: Lord Chan- 
ow. the or one of the chiefs of the Common Law Courts. He 
»Plication HH ‘ag about to read to their ipraatigns copy of hia. petition 
® proper jp the late Lord Chancellor Hatherley, when he. was 
me ted by.Pollock, B., who inquired if hia motion, was, 

Id be ‘that the Court should invite the attendance. of Lord 
ench this e or some common law chief. The rev. gentleman 
+» havin sid that substantially it was, upon which he was at once 
thst such, an application could not be entertained for a, 

noment. He then asked the Court to be so good as to 


View. 





casion to him what steps to: take in order to have his appeal 
t of the but the patience of the judges came to an end, and 
‘80 very MM therev. gentleman was suddenly “‘ left speaking.” 

7e to get es 

nt that 

ot been COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
 furtHEeR ConsIDERATIONS aND SUMMONSES TO VARY. 


The Master of the Rolls will hear further considerations, 
md also further considerations with summonseg-to vary, 
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there was a recovery on Saturday’ from the recent depres- 
sion, and on Monday a further advance in prices occurred. 
On Thursday: the market was. reported to be brisk, al- 
though there was some relapse at the close of the day. 
The was.a panic in the foreign market on Friday last, 
causing @ fall of at least from 1 to 2 per cent. in most 
kinds of securities ; but.on Monday a rebound occurred, 
and prices. returned nearly-to the point at which they 
stood before the depression. The market continued 
tolerably firm up to Thursday afternoon. 








Tus. Tempite Crus.— Weare glad to perceive from a 
prospectus now before us.that all the best features of the 
club system are about.to be brought down to the very heart 
of Western London. Those. splendid premises, situated at 
the Strand end of Arundel-street, and once known asthe 
historic “ Crown and Anchor,’ are.abont to be fitted up and 
furnished as. a club, replete with all the most modern 
appliances for elegance and comfort. It would be im- 
possible to find a more suitable. building, or one standing 
in @ more.central situation, The subscription, five guineas 
entrance and four guineas annual, with half-terms for 
country. subscribers, can hardly be looked upon.as. mere 
than nominal, when: we. recollect that the club will offer 
splendid and spacious apartments, including reading, 
writing, smoking, and chess rooms, first-rate billiard-tables; 
and a smoking-room furnished ia the mosé luxurious-style. 
The names of the committee form a.gaarantee. for the high 
and select character of the club, which, we understand, 
will be ready for opening on December 1 next. We must 
not forget to mention that a limited number of the earliest 
members will avoid the payment of the,entrance fee—. United 
Service Gazette. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





BIRTH. " 
BioreLp—On Nov. 10, at Hoveton House, Norfolk, the wife of 
T. C, Blofeld, Esq., of a daughter. 
MARRIAGE, 
Crospy— GoLtprivc—.On Oct. 21, at St. Andrew’s, Enfield, 
George Crosby, soliciter, Banbury, to Kute, second daughter 
of the late T, Z. Goldring, of 59, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and of 


Clapham, 
DEATH. 


Datston—On Nov. 11, at 161, Picadilly, Jonathan Norman 
Dalston, Esq., Solicitor, in his 71st year. 





LONDON 'GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, Nov. 7, 1873. 

Howard, Alfred, and Alexander Giilespie, attorneys and solicitors, 40, 
0.4 Broad st,, London, Oct 18, 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripary, Nov. 7, 1873. 
LimereD in Caancery. 

Co-operative Omnibus Association, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec |, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts and, claims,to Mr. James Cooper, 3, Coleman 
st buildings. Monday, Dee 15 at 11, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. A 

Madrid Street Tramways Company, Limited —Petition presented to 
the M.R., on Nov 4, fer authorizing a special resolution for staying 
the voluntary winding up of the above company, direct-d to b+ 
heard before the M.R., on Nov 15. Baxter and Co., Vict oria st, 
Westminster Abbey, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Stranton Iron and Steel Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before Dec 23, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
tculars of their debts or claims, to Francis Douglas Grey, Augustas 
Frederick Wiener, and George Augustus Cape, 110, Oannon st 
Monday, Jan. 12 at.11.30, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating. 
upon the debts and claims, 

Ovwen’s Patent Wheel, Tire and Axie Company, Limited —Petition for 
winding up, presented Nov 6, directet to be heard before the M.R. 
on Nov. 15. Redhead; Southampton st, Bloomsbu-y, agent for 
Potter and Brewn, Rotherbam, solicitors tor the petitioner. 

Counts Paratine or, Lancaster, 

Bold Street Heusehold Stores, Limited. - Petition for winding.up, 
presented Nov 3, directed to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor,-0, 
Stene buildings, Linooln’s inn, on Tuesday, Nov 18. Harris, Liver- 

tioners. 


pool, solicitor for. the. peti 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuxspar, Noy. 4, 1873. 
Denbigh Female Union Society, Denbigh. Nov t 





L’ Alliance Fraternelie, Nelson.Inn, Valg.Parish, Gurnsey. Oct 29 
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New Benevolent Sick and Burial Society, Old Windmill Inn, Spon st, 
Coventry, Warwick. Oct 29 
Pembroke Friendly Benefit Seciety, Liverpool. Oct 29 


Furar, Nov. 7, 1873. 
— Friendly Society, Bailey Glaes Inn, Mamhilad, Monmouth. 
ov 3 


Tusspar, Nov. 11, 1873. 
Helston Amicable Friendiy Society, Bell Inn, Helston, Cornwall. 


Nov 4 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, Nov. 7, 1873. 
Ball, Henry William, James st, Buckingham on tareag! Dec 6. Mat- 
thews vy Ball, M.R. Deverell, ~_ square, Lincein’s inn 
Carr, Ralph, Savage gardens, Cor Merchauvt. a 6. Lockington v 
Consens, VC. Malins. French, "Cratched fria 
Pannell, Joseph, Liverpool, Bookseller. hey Pannell v Cook, M.R. 
Pemberton aud Sampson, Liverpool 
Tusepat, Nov. 11, 1873. 
Deacon, Grosvenor, Stanhope st, Mornington crescent, Gent. Dec |. 
Cater v Deacon, V.C. Bacon. Pope, Gray's inn square 
Gomm, Mary, Ryde, Isle of Wight. . Lomas v Lomas, V.C. 
Malins. Jackson, ry lane 
Graham, Charles John, Brighton. Dec 1. Smith v Graham, V.C. 
Bacon. Crawley and Arnold, Whitehall place 
Hawithbornthwaite, Miles, Mess Bank, Manchester, Gent. Jan 10. 
Hutton v Hawthornthwaite, District Registrar, Manchester 
Holborow, Ethelbert, Ledbury st, Peckham, Elastic Gusset Manufac- 
Ce? Dec 8. Holborow v Holborew, M.K. Prior and Co, Lincoln’s 


fields 

son, John, pgp erates ort e, Darham, Tailor. Dec 5. Dodshon 
v Hora, M. R. Darlington 

liughes, Jenny, Netley cottage, Fawley, Siena. Dec 4 Hunt 
¥ Ingledew, M.R. Thom:on, Great Winchester st 

Eussel!, Jon, heltenham, Gioncester, Esq. Dec 8. Gilbert v Rus- 
il, MR. Prichard, Bristol 

Stackhouse, Thomas, "“Taitlands, Stain forth, York, Gent. Dec 20. 
Stackhouse v Stackhouse, V.C. Malins, Hartley, Settle 

Westbury, Right Hon Richsrd Baron, Westbury, Wilts. Jan 7. 
Betheli vy Abrahams, M.R. Harrison, Bedford row, Holborn 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpar, Nov. 7, 1873. 
Anirew, George, Ludworth, Derby, Cotton Manufacturer. Jan 6. 
Stevenson and Co, Manchester 
Askew, Sarah, , Cumberland. Jan 1. Thompson, Work- 
ingt*n 
i Jobn, Shooters Hill, Stone, Stafford, Colour Maker. Dec |. 
Ciarke and a. 
Barber, John, Chalk Farm, Norwich, Gent. Feb 2. Fox, Norwich 
Benwell, Alfred, Eat Is Iisiey, Berks, Carpenter. Dec 4. Tanner, 


Specthemland 

Bolton, Thomas, Bennett st. Blackfriars rd, Poulterer. Dec 1. 
Abcturch chambers, Abcharch yard 

Ceawdron, William, Martin, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 13. Peake and 
Eneland, Sleaford 

Chell, Mary, Leek, Stafford. Jani. Hackerand Allen, Leck 

Litchfield, William, Swinton, near Manchester, Gent. Deozs. Hewitt, 


¥ ane 
Maranham, Brazil, Engineer. Febl, Deane 


Doyle, Patrick Joseph, 
and Bankes, Live 
E’lerton, Kicharé, Downhoime, York, Gent. Jail. Teale, Leyburn 
Diemere, Peter, Birmingham, Secretary. Dec 1s. Webb and Spencer, 
Birmingham 
oe Saab, Vauxbail Bridge rd. Dee’. Nichol-on and Nicholson, 


¥ ist, ny Bee nem, Middlesex, Brush Manofacturer. Jan 1. 
Willems 
Freer, Jobn penade, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, Esq. Dec 13. 
Hust, stretford-apon-Avon 
Gardner, John a maar Kendal, Westmoreland,Brazier. Dec 15. 


Thomson, Ke: 
Hot,James, Manchester, Sewing Machine Maker. Jani. Chew and 
Manchester 


Pearce, 


Dec 15, Thomson, Kendal 
ge cera Dew 3. Stuckey, —., 
Shanghai, China, Esq. . Ne 

fon, Godliman st. Doctor’seommons 
ge nt Richard Bevan, Lianeily, Carmarthen, Solicitor. Dee 19. Jones, 


Leen, Henry, 1 High st, Shadwell, Licensed Victualler. Dec 10, 
RO &. Mildred’s court, Poultry 


bh, Kent, Sevenoaks, Dec 21. Holeroft and Ce; 
Meurd, core, Lggicton, Uarelord, Farmer. Dee 22. Corner, 
Maren Jase, hewn Middiesex, Dee 31, Fong College hill 
mae, Be act, barwidewick, York, Yveman, Jauz7. Hartley 


Mure, Lineoin, fons. Wiltiame, Lincoln 
rary Og sek, Gloucester, dani, FVeaser, Dean st, 


Roper, Vranas, Biieton, Maflors, Miner, Dee 24, Mason, 
ein” Oe Morth Cockeringtos, tisccin. Dee 1, 


Bilston 
Allison, 
Turseut, ¥ , Marylebone 14, Dec 9. Crump, Philpot lane 
iors be Sia, Woodpersy, me Lag Ef Jen 1, byrne, White- 


Tuvapat, Mov, 1, 1874, 
hopes, Sites, King’s Lynn, Mortoik, Menulacterer. Deos. Jarvis, 


Maker, Carviins, hotvon, Warwick, Dee, Canning, Birmingham 


rE 








Bettinson, Joseph, Stow Bardolph, Norfolk, Farmer: Dee 13, 1 We 


Pn Wisbech St Fe ade or 
Clemow, William Robert, Fleet s' Keeper. 
Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 4 


Sau his 


Day, Sarah Eliza, Li Dec 20. Janson and Co, Wakefield 
Eng, John Blozam, Gt Wincbester at" Bldgs, Merchant fan 1 
Bischoff and Co, Gt Winchester st bldgs 


Felton, Sarah, Aston, Birmingham. Dec 30. Canning, Birminghay 

Pinch, Rev. an ae Sanderson, Deptford, Rector. Dee 1. Nelson 
8 

Field, Jane, Marlowes, Hertford. Jan1. Clarke, ~~ r 

7 Thomas, sen, Thurlton, Norfolk, Shopkeeper. - Co 


Son, Loddon 
Gibbs, Joseph, Leys Farm, Derby, Farmer. Jan 10. Bamford, Ash. 
borne 
Hale, William, Ropley, Hants, Yeoman. Dec 24. Blackmore and Son, 
Alresford 
Baringon, Martha, Surbiton, Surrey. Feb 2, Loughborough, Austig 


Huis, Robert, Bolton, Lancashire, Builder, Dec 15, Gerrani, 
Bo!to: 

Hoker, "toned, Waterhouses, near Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, 
Yeoman. Dec 18. Rushton and Co, Bolton-le-Moors 

Holt, James, Upper Tooting, Surrey, Esq. Dec 8. Denby, Frederick's 
place, Old Jewry 

Horn, John, Cadwell, Lincoln. Farmer. Jan 1. Allison, Louth 

Howe, James, Swindon, Wilts, Builder. Jan 1. Kixneir and Tombs 


Swindon 

Hull, Samuel, Christian Malford, Wilts, Yeoman. Dec 31. Pinniger 
and Wood, Chippenham 

Hutchinson, James, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Grocer. Jan 10, 
Bowser and Ward. Bishop Auckland 

Jackson, William Henry, anencediees York, Gent. Jan §, 


Parr and Anderson, York 
6, Brickmaker. Deoil8. Rashton 


Jones, Hugh, R th, L 
and Co, Bolton-le-Moors 
Kerry, George, Allestree, Derby, Yeoman. Dec 22. Sa'e, Derby 
Leatberland, Flizabeih, Nottingham. Decl. Acton, Nottingham 
Lewis, John, Dorchester piace, Marylebone, Lieut-Col. Dec 12. Law 
and Co, New sq, Liocoln’s inn 
Mason, Joh: Rywell, Summerville, Northumberland, Gent. Jan 1. 
Mather and Uv, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Minton, Charies Lee, Newstead, Stafford, Esq. Dec 18, Ward an 
Pearce, Abchurch chambers, 





Coopers, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Neilson, Barbara, Haggeston rd. Deo 1. 
Abcharch yard 

Parker, Robert Deane, Barhom, near Canterbury, Kent, Esq. Decl. 
Lakes and Co, New eq, Liacoln’s inn 

Pennell, Richard Lewin, Venbridge, Devon, M.D. Dec 30, Geare and 


Co, Exeter 
Kingston-upon-Hul!. Dec 22. Colbeck and 


Rushworth, oe. 
Thompson, Hall 
Sale, Rev. Thomas, Sheffield. Dec 13. Rodgers and Thomas, Sheffield 
Shields, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Pianoforte Manufacturer. Jan 
1. Mather and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Summers, Thirza, Nottingham. Dec 8. Acton, Nottingham 
8 = John, Lytchett Minster, Dorset, Farmer. Bec 31. Dickinson, 


Thompeon, John, Nottingham, Gent. Jan6. Burton and Co, Notting. 
Tootal, Edward, Pendleton, Lancashire, Esq. Dec3i. Slater and Co, 
Manchester 


Wallis, Frances, Hill Villa, Melton rd, Woodbridge, Suffolk. Dec 13, 
Richards, Warwick st, Regent st 


Bankrupts. 
Faipar, Nov. 7, 1873, 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. : 
Bowers, James, Windermere rd, Upper Holloway, out of business. Pet 
Nov4. Hazlitt. Nov 19 at 12 f 
Conington, H F  , Regent st, Gent. Pet Aug 20, Spriag-Rice. 
Nov 21 at 11 
Freystadt, Herrmann, Adolph Freystadt, and George Peiser, Jewin st, 
General Warchousemen. Pet Nov 3, Brougham, Nov 25at il 
Piesse, George a Dealer in Jewellery, Pet Nov 5, Spring- 
Rice. Nov 18 at il 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Banks, James, Everton, near i pact Mercantile Clerk. Pet Nov 3, 
Hime, Liverpeol, Nov 19 a 
Dunn, George, indsor, AaKeg Dealer in Pictures, Pet Nov 1. Dat- 
vill, Windsor, Nov 22 at 12 
Husband, ey jun, West Looe, Conswell, Carpenter. Pet Nov 6, 


Pearce. it Mtonehouse, Nov 20 at 11 

Lent, Peoderies, Halifax, soe grad Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 5 
Rankin, Halifax, Nov 20 at ! 

Murdock, sae, a Trovelling Draper. Pet Nov 1. Harley. 
Bristol, Nov 19 


Tomlinson, A Thora, Rugby, Warwick, Grocer. Pet Nov 5 Kirby. 
Coventry, Nov 24 at 1 
eS Nov. 11, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Barrender in London, 
Elmore, Frank, Ovlville conan 1 Notting Hill, Professions! Singer, 


Pet Nov7. Martay. Nov 26 
Milpomat Denizen, U st, Merchant. Pet Nov 7, Murrey, 
6 at 12 
Harrison, Richard Wakefield, Askew rd, Shepherd's Bush, Auctioneer 
Pot Nov 7. Marray, Nov 96 at 12,30 
Metget, tomes wry day  Mariborouch fs the por ty ‘Wood, no ocouper 
et ov #7 
Word sper, Lsdieotone, horton , Bock Jobber, Pet Nov 6. Popyt 
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To Surrender in the Country. 
Bacher, James, cae, Cioth Agent. Pet Nov ¢. Kay. Man- 
: , Nov 27 at 9.30 
Edwin, Higginshaw, near Oldham, L hire, Cotton Spi 
4 Nov 4. Tweedale. Otdham, Nov 24 at 12 
ks, Sampron, Chichester, Suerex, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
7. Evershed. Brighton, Nov 26 at 11 
Siliams, Henry, Lianeliv, Brecon, Quarryman. Pet Nov 8. Shepard. 
ar, Nov 22 at'i2 
Wrght, William Horace. Wotton-under-Edge. Gloucester, Attorney. 
Pet Nor 8. Wilton, Glouczster, Nov 22at1 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Torspay, Nov, 11, 1873. 
jewer, Charles, Winchester. Brewer. Nov 7 





‘Paratt, John, jan, Liverpool, Commission Merchent. Nov 7 


Liquidation by Arrangement, 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripar, Nov 7, 1873. 
Mexander, Frederick, Portsea, Hants, Vinegar Merchant. Nov 21 at 
dat the Commercial Hotel, Ss George’s equare, Portsea. Reed, 


Portsea 

fexter, John, Liverpool, Warehouse keeper. Nov 20 at 2 at offices of 
Biease, Lord st, Liverpoo!. Whitley and Maddock, Liverpool 

perv, Newton, Metheringham, Lincoin, Drauggist. Nov 24 at 12 at 
offices of Williams, Silver st, Lincoln 

Quse, Sophia Ann, Gosport, Hants, out of business. Nov 19 at 4 at 
@iices of King, Union st, Portsea 


(ark, Hector Benjamin, Leadenhall market, Taliow Melter. Nov 22 


aSat 145, Cheapside. Keighley 

Cements, Henry, Exeter, Hairdresser, Nov 19 at 11 at offices of Daw, 
—. Gandy st, Exeter 

(hen, Simeon, Glossop, Derby, Jeweller. Nov 21 at 3 at offices of 
Sampson, South King st Manchester 

Giier, William, Bolton, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Nov 21 at 2 at 
gii.ces of Ryley, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

(wiles, Lavinia Helen, Portsdown rd. Maida Hill, Widow. Nov 27 att! 
atthe Wheatsheaf Hotel, Hand court, Holborn. Roberson, Bedford 


Tow 
bee!, William, jon, Westbury, Wiits, Labourer. Nov2l at 1! at office 
of Shrapnel!, Bridge st, Bradford-on-Avon 
Hiward-, Benjamin James, Bishopsgate st Within, Seedsman. Nov 17 
a2 at offices of Bohm, New Inn, Strand 
fed, John, William Shelleys Wood, Williem Wood, and Jchn George 
Haynes, Warnford court, Throgmorton st, Stock Brokers. Nov 26 at 
Wat offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 
farrow, John Wesley, Bulwell, Notts, no occupation. Nov 21 at3 at 
offices of Cranch and Co, Low pavement, Nottingbam 
Treeman, Edward Michael, M Wine M Nov 26 at 3 
at offices of Higson and Son, Brown st 
Game, Thomas, Tooley st, Southwark, Herness Maker. Nov 12at 12 at 
eBces of Nind, St Benet piace, Gracechurch st 
Ginnett, eee Hopwond, Lancashire, Travelling Circus Proprietor. 
Nov 96 at 3 at offices of Orton, Taylor st, Heywood 
Grvan, Hach, Liverpool, out of business. Dec | at 3 at office of Rit- 
en. Cable st, Liverpool 
Wilham Henry, yo sirkenhead, Cheshire, Commerciai Traveller. 
lee oat ll at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 
Poulterer. Nov 20 at3 at otfice of Vine, Cable 
og heetldey Grocott, Liverpool 
Satie, John, St Neots, Huntingdon, Linen Draper. Nov 25 at 12 at 
5, Cheapside, Davideons, Basinghall! st 
Geenha!gh, Samuel, Bury, Lancashire, Confectioner. Nuv 19 at B at 
tfice of Grundy and Co, Union st, Bury 
eg liam, Liverpool, Hosier. "Nov 21 at 3at office of Lawrence 
‘on, Harrington st, t, Liverpool 
ieteich Sone} jan, Leicester, Goldsmith. Now 20 at 2 at offices of 





=~ sane, Seve Se Sane. Nov 19 at 3 at offces of 


Henry, Manchester, Provision Dealer. Nov M at 3 at offices of 
[Basin ard sous, Seon st, Manchester 


Hertford rd, Lower Edmeaten, Buteher. * an Satie 
Bi bee benk Woes eoee Duffield and Bruty, Tekea- 


Cartisle, Clog Manufactarer. Nov 18 at 11 at offices of 
Sakae ow nea dng Beet Dealer. Now !7 : 
: ‘ at 
op ye dy TQ 
4 Bli, Bradford, York, Watehmaker. New 15 at |! af effices of 


Soa Maker. Nov 25 at 2 at offices ef 
Eesha tor ecaeeek New 14 at !1 at effee 


Sap. nant Mactoreiatt, Pehiioan. Now 22 at lh 
Beet Maker. New i¢ at lt 
New 2 at tl as 





Mant, John William, jan, Freemantle, Hants, Provision Merchant. 
Nov 24 at 12 at offices of Coxwell and Co, Gloucester square, Soath- 
ampton 

Owen, Richard, Beddgelert, Carnarvon, Keeper of Hotel. Nov 21 at It 
at the Sportsman Hotel, Carnarvon. Williams, Porth-sr-Aar, Car- 


narvon 

Preston, Join, Stretford, Lancashire, Plamber. Nov 21 at 1) at officas 
of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchewer 

Prince, James. Patcham, Sussex, Trainer of Horses. Nov 19 at3 at 
offices of Go-dman, Prince Albert st, Brighton 

Prout, Thomas John, Piymouth, Devon, Pianoforte Taner. Nov 25 at 
1) a’ offices of Vaughan, St Aabyn at, Devonport 

Parchase, Isaac Bentley, Lymington, Hants, Grocer. Nov 1% at 2 at 
145, Cheapside. Moore and Jackman 

Pyne, William, Tannton, Somerset, Innkeeper. Nov 19 at 10 at offices 
of Reeves, Mary st, Taunton 

Richardson, George, Leicester, Leather Factor. Nov 21 at 11.30 at 
offices of Harvey, Pocklington’s walk, Leicester 

Rickwood, Charies, Purleigh. Essex, Farmer. Nov 2% at 3 at the 

Fleece Tavern, Chelmsford. Gowing, Basinghal! st 

Roberts, William Henry, Coleman st, Attorney. Nov 15 at 10.30 at 
offices of Bishop, Queen st place. Nethersole, New inn, Strand 

Sambrook, John and Samuel Sambrook, Stoke-apor-Trent. Stafford, 
? Builders. Nov 19 at Ll at offices of Stevenson, Brook st, Stoke-apon- 

rent 

Saunders, George Sharp, Cornhill, Underwriter. Sov 21 at Bat the 
City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. Wilson and Co, Copthaill buildings 

Saunders, William Wilson, Cornhill, Unde-writer. Nov 21 at I at the 
City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. Wileon and Co, Coothall 5 slings 

Schoefft. August, » Regu, Artist. Nov 20 at 2 at offices of Linklater 
and Co, Walbrook 

Schofield, Abraham, een, Abraham Schofield, jun, and Jowph Schoteld, 
Milnrow, near Rochdale, Lancashire. Flannel Manufacturers. Nov ls 
at 3 at the Albion Hotel, Piccadiliy, Manchester. Ssie and Co, 


William, Commercia! rd, Peckham, on: of business, 


Sedgwick, Thomas 
- Nov 18 at 2 at offices of Raven and Cartis. Queen Victor: is 
Seymoar. Job. Nov 19 at 2 at 


offices of 
Smith, Pokey William, Batley Carr, York, Greengrocer. Nov 19 at2 
at offices of Fryer, Charch st, Dewsbury 
Spencer, John Francis, and Richard a Rirminghim, Grocers. 
Nov 17 at 3 at acfiices of Pitter, Bennets’s hill, Biramghan 
Manafactarer Nov 28 at 12 at offices of 


Longmore, Westbromwich, Stafford. Iron- 
Nov 21 at 11 at the Talbot Hotel, Oldbury. Saaees peare, 


Sterratt, Israel, Manchester, Wooon Tarner. Now 19 at 3 at offices of 
Hinde ~~ Ca, A gg ee Albert square, Manchewter 

Stevenson, Joan, ‘toke-apon-Trent. —, Commercial Traveller. 

Nov 24 at 11 at offices of Tomkinson, Hanover st, Sarsiem 


|, Bolton 
—— a maa Builder. “Now 28 at 11 at officesof Conquest, 


Wonee Boke Museum st, Oxtord st, Lithographer. Nor 3 at > at 
offices 2f Walls, Walbrook a 
oF 


Maschester 

Westbrook, Joh1 Edwin. Charch st, Deptford, Baker. Nov 27 at 2 at 
offices of Heathfeld, Lineoin’e inn deics 

John, Vauxhall oridze rd, Stocemason. Now 19 at 1039 
ot the Rast Arum, Keuspsbed rd. a tt tas Lamoderh. 

frew rd, 
Windebeak, William, Isle of Wight, Grocer. Now 26 at I a6 8, Lm- 
coin’sinn fields. Heoper 
Woniford, Chariotse, Cleveland st, Ficarsy square, Greeagrocer. Mov 
14 at 10 at 6, Beaafect buildings, Scrand. Lind 
W. . Thomas, Middlestereugh, York, Hesier. Now 21 at Il at 
ofSees of Bennison and Co, Station st, Mididlesborough. Dobsen, 





Truspar, Nov. Li, 1873. 


Sanderiand, Grocer. Wow 2% at Ul at offices of Fuir- 
West ide, Sunder‘and 
Thomas, Northam poe, Leather Seller. Nor dl at 3 


square, Nerthampoa 
*s row, Hackeey rd, Leather Seller. Mow 6 
Lomptens and Gu, eeeaiean, Montagu, Bu>siers 


Wise, 
Mat ae . Brescoi 
eaten, Huntingdon, Farmer. Nae 3h at 
Hannytan. Enntiagéun 


Joke, Aleunbary W 
tl ag the George Hotei, Huntingdon. 
Chatweriey, Jehan, Birmingham, Grocer. ag Eo af Free, 
Temple row, Sirmiagtam 
Jeho, Worcester, eut ef business. Now 36 at 5 at office of Pitt, 
Worcester 
Albien rid, Zammerenith. Carciage Suilder. For at 
Marshal, King « Wess, i 
William Mowitr, St AJban’s, Hearted. Desier in Agr 
New 20 at 3 a wae George Hoel, & Alban’s. 
Greeer. Now fi af [2 atofices af 
Simgstee-~apen-Zail 
Now 26 at 3 a8 odice of Gilson and 
a Alaep, Liverpeel 
Bu eqi he ty 
Thanet pia, Tempie War, 


Butcher Nev Dat ¢ at oles of 
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France, William, Bedford Leigh, Lancashire, Boerseller. Nov 24 at 11 
at offices of Richardson and Dowling, Wood st, Bolton 
Goodall, George, King’s rd, Chelsea, Baker. Nov 2! at 4at the New 
Corn Exchange Taveru, Mark lane. Cutler, Bell yard, Doetor’s 
commons 
Hannell, Abraham, Kislingbury, Northampton, Baker. Nov 19 at 3 at 
offices of Jeffery, Market square, Northampton 
Henry, Michael Geon, Canonbury terrace, Islington, no eccupation. 
Nov 24 at 3 at offices of Coburn, Leadenhall st 
Hodgkinson, William, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Shoe 
Manufacturer. Nov 24 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, 
King st, Manchester 
Hopkins, William, Handsworth, Stafford, Surgson. 
offices of Wright and Marshall, New st, Birmingham 
Horn, Samuel, and William Robert Burrell, Kettering, Northampton, 
Shoe Mannfacturers. Nov 24 at 12 at office of Shoosmith, Newland, 
Northampton 
Isaacs, Henry, Leman st, Goodman's fields, Carver. Nov 24 at 3 at 
offices of Brighten, Bishopsgate st Without 
Johnson, Thomas Coates, Dunstable, Bedford, Hotel Keeper. Nov 28 
at 11 at the Guildhall Coffe house, Gresham st. Cann, Fenchurch st 
Kane, Cornelius, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Nov 29 at 1 at office of Vine, 
Cable st, Liverpool. Drewe, Liverpool 
Kelly, Joseph, Pendleton, Lancashire, Builder. 
Sutton and Elliott, Brown st, Manchester 
Liversedge, Dan, Almondbarv, York, Yarn Spinner. 
offices of Ramsden, John William st, Huddersfield 
Lugar, Francis Alvert, Derby, Chemist. Dec 3 at 2 at office of Hextall, 
Albert st, Derby 
Mallinson, Stephen, Bread st, Commission Merehant, Nov 20 at2 at 
the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Phelps and Sidgwick, 
Gresham st 
Mann, Robert, jun, St Alban’s, Hertfordshire, Builder. Nov 21 at 3 at 
offices of Mills and Lockyer. Brunswick place, City rd 
Matanie, William George, Twister’s alley, Bunhill row, Box Manufac- 
anti Nov 25 at 11 at office of Anderson and Sons, Ironmonger 
ane 
Matthews, Samuel, Newton Abbott, Dovon, Butcher. Nov 27 at 12 at 
Magor’s Commercial Hotel, Newton Abbott. Watts, Newton Abbott 
Miller, John Graham, Congleton, Cheshire, Drapers. Nov 22 at 11 at 
offices of Cooper, Kinsey st, Congleton 
Mitchell, Henry, Edward Joseph Day, and Joseph Butterworth, D:ws- 
bury, York, Woollen Manufacturers. Nov 24 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, 
Dewsbury. Ibberson, Dewsbury 
Mitcheson, John, South Shields, Durham. Grocer. Nov 26 at 3 at 
office of Mabine, Barrington st, South Shields 
Myers, Frederick, Nottingham, Professor of Music. Nov 26 at 12 at 
offices of Wells and Hind, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 
Oliver, Joseph, Meiheringham, Lincoln, Plumber. Nov 25 at 11 at 
offices of Jay, Bank st, Lincoln. Page, fun, Lincoln 
Osmond, Joseph, Swindon, Wilts, Soda Water Manufacturer. Nov 25 
at 2 at the Kaiiway Hotel, New Swindon 
Palmer. Richard, Bloom grove, Lower Norwood, Builder. Nov26at 2 
at offices of Halse and Co, Cheapside 
Penman, Samuel, Sweet Apple court, Bishopsgate st Withont, Chair 
Manufacturer. Nov 24 at | at offices of Betteley, London wall 
Philpott, Frederick Stephen, King’s Green, Worcester, Farmer, Nov 
25 at 12 at office of Corbett. Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 
Pocock, Thomas, Duke st, Grosvenor sq, Grocer. Nov 24 at 2 at 6, 
Portman st, Portman square. Cooper 
Rands, Wa!ter James, Hampstead rd, Stationer. Nov 25 at 2 at offices 
of Eyre and Co, John st, Bedford row 
Ribbons, Elijab, Southampton st, Camberwell, Pork Butcher. Nov 24 
at 2 at cffice of Birchall, London wall. Harrison, London wall 
Rider, Richard, Newland, Cottingham, York, Miller. Nov 25 at 1 at 
office of Watson and Son, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hall 
Robinson, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Licensed Victualler. 
26 at 11 at offices of Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington 
Robiuson, Patrick, Sheffield, Woollen Draper. Nov 24 at 3 at offices of 
Milnes, New st, Huddersfield 
Saurders, Heary, Roehampton Priory Park, Surrey, Builder. 
at 3 at offices of Ditton, tronmonger jane 
Shaw. Hugh, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Bricklayer. Nov 24at 3 at offices 
of Quinn and Sons, Lord st, Liverpool 
Shepherd, James, Smailbridge, Lancashire, Woollen Carder. Nov 24 at 


Nov 24 at 3at 


Nov 24 at 3 at office of 
Nov 24 at 3 at 


Nov 


Nov 19 





3 at offices of Roberts and Son, John st, Rochdale 

Smith, John, Fenton, Stafford, Joiner. Nov 27 at 11 at offices of 
Adderley and Marfleet, Longton 

Smith, William, Nechelis, Birmingham, Builder. Nov22 at 11 at offices 
of Ladbury, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Styles, Aucastine, Stone, Kent, Farmer. Nov 28 at 11 at offices of 
Haywerds and Co, Spital st, Dartford 

Taylor, Samue), High st, Fulham, Furniture Manufacturer. Nov 20 at 
2 at offices at Vernede, Craven st, Strand 

Taylor, Thomas, Bloxwich, Stafford, Chemist, Nov 25 at 2 at offices of 
Ciark, Waleali et, Willenha}! 

Thomas, Johu, Taliesin, Cardigan, Victualler. Nov 21 at 12 at offices of 
Jones, Pier st, Aberystwith 

Thompson, John, Derby, Hatter. Nov 26 ab 2 at offices of Hexta!l 
Alvert st, Derby : 

Thurstan, Thomas, Wolverhampton, Licensed Vietualler, Nov 24at 11 
at offices of Turner, Queen square, Wolverhampton 

Venn, George, Birmingham, Brassfousder, Nov 22 at 10 at offices of 
East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Warden, James, Birmingham, Commission Agent. Nov 17 at 10 at 
offices of East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Wells, James, Wynford rd, Caledonian rd, Isli Flour. Merchant. 
Nov 29 at2 at offices of Webster, Basinghall st. Popham, Viscent 
terrace, Islington 

Wilkinson, William, Sheffield, ©: jal Travel Nov 20 at 12 at 
Offices of Y airburn, Bank st, Sheffield 

Wright, Leroard 8t. John, Marlborough terrace, VU; Holloway rd, 
Milliner, Nov 26 at 4 at offices of Davie, New inn, 

Toms, — York, Machine Maker, Nov 26 at 3 at offices of 

0, Dew 

Zewybaum, Abram Bear, Beaumont square, Mile Bnd rd; Builder, 

Nov 27 at 2 at offices of Ingic and Co, Threatneedie st 





————S=S= 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive fj 

upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY. wat 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves pr: 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed an 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may chonse accrriing | 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all party 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars m 
be obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Ofte, 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 





Just Published, Demy &vo., price 15s. cloth. i 
D= JURE PERSONARUM; or, a Treatise on th 
\ Roman Law of Persons, intended for Students preparing for By. 
amination. By W. H. RATTIGAN, Esq,, of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-, 
Law, Author of the “* Hindu Law of Adoption,” ete. 
Witpy & Sons, Law publishers, Lincoln’s-inn-archway, London, W,0, 





Now ready. Sixth Edition, 
CRACROFT’S INVESTMENT TRACTS. 
MERICAN RAILWAYS as INVESTMENTS 
By Ropert Girren. 
London: EpwanD STanrorD, OChbaring- cross. 





Third Edition, 

RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ and’ SOLICITORS 
J MEMORANDUM BOOK of PURCHASES and SALES, with 
CALCULATIONS Adapted tc Every Investment. An additional por 
tion especially adapted for the Legal Profession,containing Forms of 
Entry fur Freehold and Copyhold Property ; Leasehold, Let and Held; 
Mortgages, Held and Effected; Insurances; Bills and Promissory 

Notes ; Moneys Advanced or Borrowed. 

*‘ The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investorto 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in 
vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence 
previous to the first edition.’’ 


Seeond Edition, F 
(1RACROR?'S ‘““CONSOLS CHART,” showing th 

4 Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 
frum the French Revolution of 1789 to the Present Time, with the 
Growth and Decline of the National Funded Debt of Great Britain; 
the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Di t,and Tabulated State 
ment of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks, 

‘¢ Diagrams are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is 
clearness itself—is an interesting commentary on English history for 
the period in question.”—Economist, 

Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s, 64. 
London: Epwarp Strawrorp, Charing-cross. 
EXxNARD CRACROFT, Stock and Share Broker, 5, Austi~-friars, E.C 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate us, 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Forms. 











Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fledl- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serieants’-inn 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by anthority) and LONDON ant 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special ip. 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continaed 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the stricteit 
care and promptitude assured, Officially stamped forms for advertise 
went and file of “‘ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 


— 





NO END OF WORRY SAVED BY THE USE OF 
TONE’S PATENT BOOK BOXES, for the safe 
andorderly keeping of all papers and dosuments, printed ant 
manuscript, F from 2s, 6d, to 78,64. Sold by all booksellers atl 
stationers. A sample box sent, carriage paid, to any railway station 
England, by. Hzway Sronz, Manufacturer, Banbary. 


MPROVED and ECONOMIC OOOKERY.—Ue 

LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT as"* stock” for beef 

tea, soups, made dishes and sauces; gives fine flavour and areat 

strength. ‘Invariably adopted in households when fairly tried. 
Cavrion,—Genuine only with Baron Liebig's facsimile across label. 


VIENNA EX AIBITON, 1873. 
HE DIPLOMA OF HONOUR, being the 
Mages distinction, has been a to LIEBIG CO 
EXTRACT OF MEAT, 


Require the facsimile, in blue, of the inventor's (Baron Jastun’ 
Liebig) signature on the Trade Mark label. 











